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After the Livingstone election scandal, Jenny Scott asks where now for the Labour left? — 





RANK DOBSON got 25,000 votes 

in the electoral college to select 

Labour’s candidate for London 
mayor; Ken Livingstone got 80,000 
votes. Naturally, Frank Dobson won. 

Welcome to New Labour land. Your 
opinion doesn’t count. Your vote does- 
n’t count. And if you think Living- 
stone won —then clearly you can’t count. 
Because in New Labour land the votes 
of the MPs, MEPs and GLA candidates 
(selected by Millbank, voted for by no 
one) are the only ones that matter. Dob- 
son’s 64 votes in this section of the 
college, including one by a retired MEP, 
gave him his three per cent margin of 
victory over Livingstone. 

Just in case this coven of Blatrites 
hadn’t been enough to get Dobson the 
job, the AEEU and the South London 
Co-operative Society gave him their 
block votes (totalling eight per cent of 
the college) without consulting their 
members. Elsewhere, in every single 
instance where the members were con- 
sulted Livingstone won by a mile. 

What we have here is an election that 
was designed to ensure that the major- 
ity lost. It was shamelessly rigged. Every- 
one knows this. As a result, everyone 
in the labour movement with the slight- 
est shred of honesty in their bones has 
also learnt something about Blair. When 
it comes to running his party, he has 
learnt a lot from Stalin. 

Dissent is now off the agenda. Obey 
the will of the party leader or else. A 
shell-shocked writer for Labour Left 
Briefing summed it up thus: “the party 
is run by an arrogant elite which is con- 
temptuous not only of basic Labour val- 
ues but also of anyone who has the nerve 
to express disagreement.” 

What people need to learn quickly is 
that there is a purpose behind Blair’s con- 
tempt for democracy. That purpose 
goes beyond his obvious determination 
to make Labour the natural party of 
government for Britain’s bosses. After all, 
Labour’s leaders have been trying to 
achieve this for the past 100 years. Blair 
wants to go further. He wants to ensure 
that the party’s working class base is shut 
out, for good, from exercising any influ- 
ence over the party. This is his project. 

Blair’s “victory” over Livingstone is 
another major step towards the fulfil- 
ment of this project. But the political 
storm that it has created could blow him 


off course. The anger and bitterness that 
Labour and trade union members feel 
— not just in London but nationally — 
has finally and conclusively ended the 
period when Blair was seen as the 
untouchable saviour who brought 
Labour back to power. A political revolt 
against him is now possible. 

To make this a reality , though, there 
has to be a fight. Inside the Labour Party 
what remains of the left needs to stage 
an insurrection. The signal for the ris- 
ing must be Livingstone’s announce- 
ment of his intention to stand against 
Dobson (see below). Such a move 
requires little justification: Livingstone 
won the vote and the labour movement 
voters will not be defrauded by the 
Blairite fixers. 

Any other course of action is 
unthinkable unless you want to remain 
permanently subservient to a leadership 
that has branded itself with infamy. The 
leadership have quickly threatened 
expulsions of Livingstone, should he 
stand, and of anyone who supports him. 
So what? The choice is not stay with 


- Blair or face the wilderness. The choice 


is stay with Blair or stand with the over- 
whelming majority of London’s organ- 
ised working class. 

This is a moment of truth for the 
Labour left. If they allow Blair to get 
away with his chicanery then he will 
expel them in the near future, confident 
that he is dealing with a beaten and 
demoralised rabble instead of a battal- 
ion of class fighters. If there is no fight 
over this, then what will the left fight 
over? - 

Yet, we should never underesti- 
mate the fear that left reformism has 
of splitting the Labour Party. Take Diane 
Abbott, left MP. Writing before the 
vote she said: 

“It is time for ordinary grassroots 
members to stand up and say ‘this is our 
party and we will decide who our can- 
didate for mayor is, not the machine’.” 

Well, they did and the machine 
ignored them. Abbott’s response was to 
warn Livingstone against standing by 
telling him that “the entire party would 
turn against him.” What are the “ordi- 
nary grassroots members” to make of 


such advice? 


The left MPs have all spoken with a 
similar voice — warning Livingstone not 
to stand. This is not mere political cow- 


ardice. It is part of the bankrupt strat- 
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egy of the traditional left that cannot see 
anything in the class struggle beyond 
the confines of the misted-up windows 
of their parliamentary or constituency 
offices. 

They tell the working class to be 
patient, that one day the promised land 
of old style reformist socialism will tri- 
umph, that Blair will fade from the scene 
and Labour’s “traditional values” will 
once again shape the priorities of the 
party. They see this every time they are 
knocked senseless by the right-wing 
leaders, every time they are humiliat- 
ed and driven from any position of influ- 
ence in the party. They say it because 
they have no strategy for fighting the 
Labour traitors. 

The working class — inside and out- 
side the party — must have no truck with 
this “lie down and be kicked; one day all 
will be well” philosophy. After all, it was 
precisely this approach that led to the 
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total defeat of the left in the party in the 
first place. 

Beyond the MPs left wingers in the 
party are at least considering a fight. 
Long-time left campaigner Piers Corbyn 
told an LSA rally that he was boycotting 
the Dobson campaign. Geoff Martin of 
London’s Unison region has been, like 
Livingstone himself, keeping his options 
open. Most significantly Labour Left 
Briefing has hinted that it may be con- 
sidering a radical rethink of its future in 
the party. Its editorial stated: 

“Our movement is at a watershed. 
The next few days will be filled with tac- 
tical discussions and difficult decisions. 
The outcome will decide whether the 
Labour Party can be reclaimed in time 
for the general election to represent the 
interests of working people, or whether 
New Labour will go from stitch-up to 
witch-hunt, shedding loyalists and 
activists and jeopardising not only its 
principles but a second term.” 
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Long standing Briefing activist Gra- 
ham Bash adds that “Ken Livingstone’s 
‘defeat’ is for many of us a political fix 
too far.” 

These sentiments show that the rank 
and file activists have more backbone 
than the MPs and are at least consider- 
ing alternatives. But what we do not 
need — with the London elections almost 
upon us— is along and painful process 
of “rethinking” that misses the main 


e moment of truth 


chance to rally the forces for a real fight- - 


back now. 

Blair, by his actions, is the splitter. 
He fixed the vote, not us. He blocked Liv- 
ingstone and imposed Dobson, not us. He 
rides roughshod over the members’ rights, 
not us. We must do what is necessary to 
stop him. Immediately, this means fight- 
ing New Labour in the London elec- 
tions so that the rank and file have the 
chance to give Blair a bloody nose. 

The Labour left should demand that 
Livingstone stands asa left candidate 
for mayor and should give open support 
to the London Socialist Alliance in the 
GLA elections. If it does this in an organ- 
ised and determined way it can ensure 
that those who are currently tearing up 
their party cards in disgust, Peter 
Tatchell prominent among them, don’t 
simply leave the party as an act of indi- 
vidual protest but break from its lead- 
ership in a collective way that offers an 
alternative to frustration and despair. 

In the unions, the FBU and RMT 
regional executive have already signalled 
that they would support a break. In every 
other union, a campaign to win branch- 
es over to an alternative would find tak- 
ers among the tens of thousands who 
feel cheated. It would also help turn the 
heat on the bureaucrats who have, so 
far, worked diligently with Blair to 
ensure a smooth passage for his gov- 
ernment’s attacks. 

The question for the left in the unions 
and the party is: if not now, when? Soon 
the Millbank mob will be gearing up for 
the general election and the old argu- 
ment of “don’t rock the boat or you'll let 
the Tories in”, will begin to kick in. Now 
is the perfect time to fight. Failure to 
fight will not preserve the left’s forces 
for a future battle. It will dissipate them 
still further and guarantee Blair sever- 
al more years of happily trampling upon 
the necks of Labour’s working class 
supporters. 
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THE LEADERSHIP of Unison, 
Britain’s biggest trade union, has 
plumbed new depths in its obsessive 
attempt to crush any socialist oppo- 
nents. 

On 10 February two branch officers 
from the University College of London 
Hospital (UCLH), Candy Udwin, the 
branch secretary, and Dave Carr, the 
branch chair, appeared before an inter- 
nal disciplinary panel that assembled at 
the Royal Scot Hotel in central London. 

Their appearance was brief: the 
unidentified chair of the body instruct- 
ed them to leave the room within 10 
minutes after their-solicitor had indi- 
cated that in the absence of a stenog- 
rapher, they wished to tape record the 
hearing. 

Unison officials then instructed hotel 
management to escort them from the 
premises. With a total disregard for nat- 
ural justice, the case was heard in 
their absence. 

As we go to press the actual decision 
taken by the panel has yet to be officially 
relayed to Candy and Dave. As Candy 
told a central London meeting, “the only 
way we get a communication from head- 
quarters these days is by recorded deliv- 
ery post.” 

A journalist from a local paper 
learned from the union’s headquarters 
that the pair were likely to be summoned 
to a special meeting on 8 March where 
they might be allowed to argue that 
there were “mitigating circumstances”. 
The widespread assumption, however, 
is that the Unison bureaucracy has 
moved to expel them. 

Why are Candy and Dave facing 
union disciplinary action? A big part of 
the reason is that they are both promi- 
nent members of the Socialist Work- 
ers Party (SWP). They also have been 
leading a fight, which included strike 
action, against a Private Finance Ini- 
tiative (PFI) scheme at the their hospi- 
tal S 


On paper, Unison officially opposes 
PFI, but in practice the union’s leader- 


__ship under Rodney Bickerstaffe has 


stymied most attempts to mount an 
effective fight against it. 

The secretary of the Camden local 
government branch is David Eggmore; 


REPORTS ON the BBC in late January 
set alarm bells ringing among the 
9,000-strong workforce at Ford’s plant 
in Dagenham, Essex. Then, corpora- 
tion bosses at the multinational’s 
headquarters outside Detroit 
announced that the factory’s future 
was secure. The wave of fear subsided, 
but only briefly. 

Within a month, those same bosses 
declared nearly 1,500 redundancies at 
Dagenham and the elimination of the 
night shift from August 2000. 

Ford’s press releases hinted omi- 
nously that the days of the one-time 
“jewel in Ford’s European crown” might 
well be numbered unless the workforce 
boosted productivity still further and 
the plant’s “industrial relations” record 
improved. The closure of the 70-year- 
old Dagenham site would have a dev- 
astating impact on workers in other 
industries across the whole of East Lon- 
don and Essex. 

A statement from Nick Scheele, man- 
aging director of Ford Europe, referred 
to changed “market conditions”. Man- 
agement points to declining sales across 
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he also chairs the London region’s local 
government service group. While he has 
no connections at all with the SWP, 
Eggmore condemned absolutely the 
recent events: 

“Our union leaders ought to be 
paying tribute to Dave and Candy’s fight 
against PFI, not victimising them. 
Unfortunately, though, this is not an iso- 
lated incident. It is the latest ina 
series of efforts by certain sections of the 
union’s leadership to stamp out dissent.” 

Those “certain sections” happen to 
be in charge of the union’s bureau- 
cratic machinery nationally. 


The result of the Unison general sec- 


retary election is due to be announced 
shortly. Indications suggest that the 
turnout could be as low as 15 per cent 
nationally, inspiring the Mabledon Place 
bureaucracy to feed the media “horror” 
stories about the prospects of an upset 
win for Roger Bannister, the candidate 
of the CFDU, against the man anoint- 
ed Bickerstaffe’s successor, Dave Pren- 

Certainly, the reaction of members 
who attended local hustings showed that 
Bannister’s candidacy chimed in with 
the mood of many members fed up with 
a leadership that appears hell-bent to 
spend their union subs on attacking mil- 
itants in Unison’s own ranks rather than 
on fighting the attacks by the New 
Labour bosses. 

As news spread of the treatment 
meted out to Candy and Dave, support 
for them grew across the union and the 
London labour movement. At the 14 
February meeting of Unison’s Greater 
London regional council they received 
unanimous support and delegates voted 
to elect Candy as deputy regional sec- 
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the continent and evidence of “overca- 
pacity”. There is undoubtedly a process 
of restructuring under way throughout 
the world’s car industry, highlighted by 
BMW’s acquisition of Rover, the 
Chrysler-Daimler merger and Renault's 
heavy investment in Nissan. But Ford 
continues to reap a profit approaching 
£18 million a year from its European 
operations as well as more than £A bil- 
lion from its North American empire 
last year. 

The corporation’s management is 
clearly trying to frighten and divide 
workers after conceding a substantial 
real wage increase and a reduction in 
the working week during last autumn’s 
pay talks. The company is blatantly 
trying to pit the most skilled elements 
in the Dagenham engine plant, the sole 
site internationally for Ford’s manufac- 
ture of diese] engines, against those in 
the Body and Paint, Trim and Assembly 
(PTA) plants. 

The PTA was at the heart of last 
autumn’s strikes against racism on 
the shopfloor that spurred an emergency 
visit by chief executive, Jac Nasser. 
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retary in a gesture of solidarity. The 
union's Northern region also offered its 
backing. 

Camden’s branch committee unan- 
imously backed an emergency motion, 
drafted by a Workers Power supporter, 
that identified the attack against the 
UCLH officers as part of a broader witch- 
hunt of the organised left and demand- 
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Whether or not Ford is bluffing about 
closure, this is no time for Dagen- 
ham’s workforce to be either intimidated 
or split. 

The other aspect to the bosses’ strat- 
egy of divide and rule is to pit Dagen- 
ham and other British workers against 
their brothers and sisters at continen- 
tal European plants. Unfortunately, the 
top TGWU official dealing with Ford, 
Tony Woodley, has rushed right in to the 
bosses’ trap. 

As word filtered through of Ford’s 
announcement of the mass redundan- 
cies, Woodley told a BBC radio inter- 
viewer that, “it is cheap, quick and 
easy to sack British workers.” True 
enough, since legal protection for work- 
ers continues to lag behind the rest of 
the EU, but then he added that Ford 
bosses should make workers at the plant 
in Cologne “share the pain”. 

This is a sure-fire recipe for disaster. 
With such remarks, Woodley is peddling 
poison, wrapped in the Union Jack. 
While Woodley and other full-time 
union bureaucrats pose as frustrated 
champions of British workers, they 








strikers on the road to victory. 
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ed an immediate halt to the proceedings 
against Candy and Dave. 

Elsewhere, the veteran Labour MP, 
Tony Benn, offered his support, along 
with the RMT’ s assistant general sec- 
retary, Bob Crow, an independent social- 
ist member of Unison’s national exec- 
utive committee (NEC), Doug Wright, 
and the film director Ken Loach. 

In a powerful display of support, 
the officers of the Communication 
Workers Union from the Rathbone Place 
sorting office near the UCLH site attend- 
ed a rally on 16 February and donated 
£200 to the campaign to defend Candy 
and Dave. 

This is an encouraging start, but the 
conduct of the disciplinary proceedings, 
coming less than three months after the 
expulsion from Unison of Glasgow social 
services convenor, Roddy Slorach 
(also an SWP member), highlights the 
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are letting both Ford bosses and the New 
Labour government off the hook. If Ford 
-is going for closure of Dagenham or any- 
where else in Britain, the demand must 
be for the nationalisation of the plant 
under the control of the workers and 
without a penny in compensation to the 
bosses who have squeezed billions in 
profit from the workers on the assem- 
bly lines over decades. 

Instead of pitting British and Ger- 
man workers against each other, TGWU 
and AEEU officials should be organis- 
ing mass meetings at Dagenham to bol- 
ster the confidence of shell-shocked 
members and to hammer out a strate- 
gy for resistance rather than a cowering 
retreat in the face of the bosses’ threats. 
The potential strength of Ford work- 
ers remains immense, but it lies not in 
a destructive competition to ratchet up 
labour productivity. The real source of 
power arises from unity and solidarity 
across Dagenham’s maze of plants, 
across Britain and across national 
boundaries. 

Stewards and other activists at the 
Dagenham complex need to argue 











determination of the bureaucracy to 
purge the union of organised socialists 
who want a real fight against Blairite 
policies in local government. 

The leadership presented a lengthy 
list of union members facing internal 
disciplinaries to the NEC’s February 
meeting. Among the listed names was 
NEC member Doug Wright. Another 
NEC member and Campaign for Fight- 
ing and Democratic Unison (CFDU) 
activist, Jean Thorpe, has already been 
under investigation. Meanwhile, two 
large local government branches, Birm- 
ingham and Sheffield, with some 25,000 
members, remain suspended. 

This new, more intense phase of a 
long-term witch-hunt demands a vig- 
orous response from the left in the 
union. 

The CFDU conference on 26 March 
(see below) gives us an opportunity to 
launch a fightback. Workers Power sup- 
porters around the bulletin, Well Red, 
will be arguing for maximum left unity, 
but on the basis of no compromise with 
the union’s bureaucracy around the 
right to organise within and across 
branches. A united, fully democratic 
campaign needs to emerge swiftly in the 
run-up to the union’s national confer- 
ence at Bournemouth in June. 

Such a campaign must turn to rank 
and file members to highlight the 
links between the attacks on the left and 
union democracy, and the bureaucra- 
cy’s refusal to resist the New Labour 
offensive on the public sector. We need 
to look at how we can build a parallel 
conference in Bournemouth that 
includes those branches and individual 
activists that the bureaucracy has 
excluded or is about to exclude from the 
union. 

Above all, we need to be prepared for 
a no-holds barred battle with a bureau- 
cratic machine that is prepared to use 
every trick in the book (and some that 
aren’t) to silence its opponents in order 
to make Unison safe for New Labour. 


Messages of support, etc. to: 
UCLH Unison office, c/o Middile- 
sex Hospital, Mortimer Street, 


London W1iN SAA. Fax/tele- 


phone: 0171 323 1162. 
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now with members not to take volun- 
tary redundancy, but to prepare for a 
fight that may well include strike action 
and the occupation of the site. Ford has 
a huge capital investment to hold to ran- 
som across Essex. Every effort must be 
made to break down the barriers 
between production workers and the 
white-collar staff who took their first 
ever strike action against the corpora- 
tion on 21] February. 

Rank and file delegations from 
Dagenham should be visiting their fel- 
low workers not only at key British sites 
like Bridgend, Halewood and Southamp- 
ton but also at continental plants in Bel- 
gium, Germany and Turkey. In the 1970s 
there was an international combine 
within Ford’s. Now more than ever is 
the time to rediscover that tradition and 
to wage a fight across Europe to defend 
jobs, terms and conditions. 

The bosses at Ford and the other 
multinationals have no respect for 
national boundaries when it comes to 
the endless quest for maximum profit. 
It’s time that car workers went global 
too, 
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keeps safety role 


AFTER THE Paddington rail disaster, 
which claimed 31 lives in October last 
year, opinion polls repeatedly showed 
that nearly three-quarters of the popu- 
lation was in favour of renationalising 
Britain’s railways. 

At the very least, commuters and 
railworkers expected the Government's 
transport boss, John Prescott, to inter- 
vene against Railtrack, the single biggest 
profiteer and a corporate killer. Their 
hopes have been dashed. 

On 22 February John Prescott, an 
MP still sponsored by the RMT rail 
union, made it plain that overall respon- 
sibility for safety on the network would 
remain with Railtrack. Within 48 hours 
of Prescott’s announcement, Professor 
John Uff's report, examining the fatal 
Southall train crash in autumn 1997, 
pointed the finger of blame at Railtrack 
for allowing a high-speed train to 

_operate without a functional Automat- 
ic Warning System. It also blasted the 
Great Western Train company, which, 
like Railtrack, was a culprit in both the 
Paddington and Southall disasters. 

Prescott’s blatant U-turn has revealed 
that new Labour was prepared to ride 
out the wave of public revulsion against 
tne private rail bosses following Padding- 
ton and then to carry on with business 
as usual. In an attempt at humour, 
Prescott even boasted of being “fair to 
Railtrack” at a ceremony to launch a new 
metro link between Newcastle and Sun- 
derland. But railworkers in both the 
RMT and the drivers’ union, ASLEF, have 
shown that Prescott may still not have 
the last word. 

Concerns about safety have been cen- 
tral to two disputes in recent weeks. As 
we reported last month, drivers at the 
two rail franchises run by Connex took 
strike action. The strike followed a 
sustained overtime ban in opposition to 
punishing shift patterns that meant 
some drivers worked up to 132 hours in 
less than a fortnight. Fearful of losing 
its lucrative franchises, Connex quick- 
ly struck a bargain with ASLEF nego- 
tiators to move towards a 35-hour week. 

But Connex bosses just as swiftly 
sought to undermine the agreement. As 
one driver put it: “Instead of negotiat- 
ing in a constructive way, they are try- 
ing to renege on the spirit of the deal.” 
Other union members spoke of depot 
managers bullying both ASLEF reps and 
trainee drivers. By 18 February, ASLEF’s 
leadership had declared that the sus- 
pended strike action was back on as they 
announced seven strike days from 29 
February through mid-April. 

A week later, however, another deal 
emerged from negotiations with Con- 
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nex and once more the ASLEF tops have 
called off the industrial action. The 
union’s executive has given its seal of 
approval to the agreement, but drivers 
will clearly have to be prepared for 
renewed action in the near future, given 
Connex’s deceitful record. 

In the meantime, RMT members at 
16 of the 25 privatised rail companies 
have voted overwhelmingly for a series 
of one-day strikes. The trigger to this 
dispute is an attempt by management, 
at the behest of Railtrack, to deskill 
guards by stripping them of their 
responsibility for safety checks at the 
rear of the train. As an RMT spokesper- 
son put it: “This is a dumbing-down of 
the job of the guard so they can sell 
more: tickets, drinks and KitKats.” 

This marked the second ballot for 
strike action by guards in the past five 
months after the rail bosses 
had obtained an injunc- 


feitice: | tion against action in the 


autumn and the RMT lead- 
ership bowed down to the 
courts. This time RMT gen- 
eral secretary, Jimmy 


nikon. 





Knapp, has refused to name any dates 
for action, pending further talks with 
management at the 16 firms. RAT mem- 
bers should demand that the national 
leadership squanders no more time on 
negotiations behind closed doors and 
mobilises for action now. 

The two recent disputes show the 
potential strength of the railworkers’ 
unions, but also the urgent need to forge 
links at a rank and file level between 
RMT and ASLEF members across 
Britain. 

The profits of the privatised rail oper- 
ators are extremely vulnerable to any 
sustained campaign of strike action, 
while New Labour’s cosy relationship 
with the rail profiteers has angered a 
wide swathe of its own supporters. 

A united campaign of railworkers 
in defence of both their own terms and 
conditions and passenger safety would 
prove popular and effective. It is now 
also the only way of putting the issue of 
renationalisation of the railways, with- 
out compensation to the bosses and 
under the control of railworkers and pas- 
sengers, firmly back on the agenda. 
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standing in the 
London elections 


Millions of people voted Labour in the last election in the hope that it 
would bring an end to years of rule by the rich, for the rich. But, in 
government, Labour has been as corrupt, repressive and pro-capital- 
ist as the Tories. 

Workers Power is not shocked by that: in fact we said it would 
happen. Labour was founded 100 years ago by the working class and 
paid for largely by the trade unions, yet it always has and always will 
govern for the rich, not the rest of us. 

Many workers who don’t believe this needed to be convinced. 
That is why it was right to vote for Labour in 1997. Blair had to be 
put to the test. Since 1997 more and more workers have grown 
angry at Blair’s betrayals. Today, that anger has become more organ- 
ised. It expressed itself in the massive support for Ken Livingstone as 
the candidate for London mayor. Workers supported Livingstone for 
many reasons - but a unifying factor was that they all saw it as a chance 
to give Blair a bloody nose. 

What is shocking many loyal Labour supporters is the total con- 
tempt Tony Blair has for them. Blair stopped Livingstone from becom- 
ing Labour’s candidate by the kind of vote rigging Stalin would have 
blushed at. Wherever Labour party and trade union members were 
allowed to vote, they voted Livingstone: but Blair's hatchet men and 
women were determined to stop him. 

Now, whatever Livingstone himself decides to do, there is a “Liv- 
ingstone effect”. The London labour movement came to life with ral- 
lies, meetings and ballots. Unlike at the Blair/Dobson meetings, the 
Livingstone campaign allowed working class people to raise the real 
things they want to fight against: tube privatisation, council estate pri- 
vatisation, police racism and brutality, education cuts, the health cri- 
sis and the rampant inequality that exists in London. 

We cannot let that energy go to waste. That is why Workers Power 
is part of the London Socialist Alliance: an alliance of left-wing groups, 
trade unionists and community campaigns that is set to challenge 
Labour for seats on the Greater London Assembly (GLA). 

We don’t just want your vote — we want you to get active. Parlia- 
mentary and council politics are, at the best of times, asham. The GLA 
will have fewer powers than most parish councils. And the first time 
it challenges what Tony Blair wants, Labour will use every trick in 
the book to win. After all he was prepared to rig the vote to stop Liv- 
ingstone in order to ensure that his 


We need a pet plan to privatise the tube gets 

«= through. If he will go to these lengths 

new ki nd of for one privatisation imagine what he 

; : would do faced with opposition to his 
working class policies on a whole range of issues. 


The only way we are going to end pover- 
ty and inequality, stop more corporate 
murders by private rail companies, 
defend our children’s education and our 
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active health service is by fighting back from 
: the grass roots. 

struggle and If the LSA’s candidates win they have 

real promised to turn the GLA into a focus 

| of struggle against the do-nothing 

democracy. Labour councils, the racist Met, the 


greedy city firms, the sweatshop employ- 
ers and the murdering transport privateers that dominate life in 
London. 





Many who join the LSA’s campaign will be there to “teach Labour | 


a lesson”: a one-off act of protest against what they see as “their” party. 
We aim to prove in this election why they should make a break with 
Labour altogether. Global capitalism means a return to “Old Labour” 
is impossible: capitalism can no longer afford the reforms it once deliv- 
ered to the working class. 

We need a new kind of working class party: one dedicated to active 
struggle and real democracy. One that fights elections in the knowl- 
edge that the real power does not lie in parliament or the town hall, 
but - so long as capitalism exists - in the boardrooms of the multina- 
tionals. 

We need a revolutionary socialist party. In the coming weeks - as 
the London Socialist Alliance hits the high streets, the workplaces and 
the council estates - it can and must bring together all those fighting 
back against the profit system. Workers Power will do everything it can 
to make sure this election campaign takes the struggle to build a rev- 
olutionary socialist party forward. 

We are not just fighting back any more: we are fighting to turn 
the existing order upside down. We are fighting for: 

A London run by the working class people who live there and an 
economy designed to meet the needs of ordinary people, not the 
profits of the bankers and bo 
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sists that Morgan will boldly “stand up 





ly bided his time and watched 


Michael’s “leadership” self-destruct. He 


paste 
o ae 
pores 


* ee Soe 


Despite his perceived rebel spirit, he 
has ended up going along with almost 
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loyalty almost as soon as he was elect- 
for Wales” in negotiating matching 
funds for Objective One (the govern- 
ment must match the EU contribu- 
tion for programmes to go ahead). It is 
unlikely, however, that Morgan is about 
to change the mind of Gordon Brown, 
the Iron Chancellor. 
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is 26 years old. He has been a revolutionary socialist since he was 16, was a founder 


member of Revolution and is a member of Workers Power. He has just been sent to prison. 


N 7 FEBRUARY 2000, Kuldip 

Bajwa, 26, was sentenced to 21 

months in prison for violent dis- 
order, under Section 2 of the Criminal 
Justice Act. Kuldip was convicted for 
his defence of demonstrators against 
police attack during the Carnival 
against Capitalism in the City of Lon- 
don on 18 June 1999 (J18). 

Judge Bathurst-Norman admitted 
making an example of Kuldip because 
he “encouraged others” to resist. The 
sentence is a typical act of class justice 
on behalf of the banks and multinational 
corporations of the City of London. Its 
aim is to intimidate the growing num- 
ber of those, like Kuldip, who are mobil- 
ising against these global bloodsuckers. 

It won't work. Kuldip is determined 
to continue his fight against British and 
global capitalism. Prison will not 
break his spirit of resistance. 

Kuldip. as an active member of Rev- 


ocialzst youth organisation, 
helped build for J18, which was the 
British contribution to an internation- 
al day of action, organised by Global Peo- 
ple’s Action to coincide with the Cologne 
summit of the Group of Seven (G7) impe- 
rialist capitalist countries. 

Following a morning protest against 
BP at its City headquarters — which was 
defended by four van loads of police — 
the Revolution group, including Kuldip, 
joined in the demonstration from Liv- 
erpool Street station down to the LIFFE 
stock exchange on Cannon Street. 

After a couple of hours partying in 
a carnival atmosphere, some protesters 
started to vent their anger at the intense 
police harassment and surveillance that 
took place throughout the day. There 
was superficial damage to the LIFFE 
building (e.g. smashing its CCTV cam- 
eras) and a few activists burst through 
security guards into the building, before 
being roughly evicted. 

This was hardly a riot, yet the atmos- 
phere suddenly changed when heavily 
equipped riot police moved in to break 
up the street party. It was the City of 
London Police Force, who initiated a 
major riot by baton-charging the crowd 
and driving police vans at full speed into 
the demonstrators. 

They would not even listen to appeals 
that there were children, elderly people 
and passers-by who were clearly con- 
fused and caught up in the situation. 
One woman was run over by a police van 
— miraculously escaping death or seri- 
ous injury. 

There is also mounting evidence that 
a van load of agents provocateurs (under- 
cover police agents) was involved in 
starting the fighting so as to give the 
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police an excuse to attack the party 
and launch the wave of repression that 
has followed. 

During this police riot, Kuldip vig- 
orously defended those being attacked 
by the thugs in blue — personally res- 
cuing a woman protester who had fall- 
en and was being clubbed by a police- 
man in full riot gear. Naturally these 
assailants will never be brought to jus- 
tice. The real origin of the unprovoked 
agsression can be seen by the figures for 
those hospitalised: moe than 40 activists, 
as compared with two police officers, 
received treatment. 

Long after J18, Kuldip was arrested 
at the end of a peaceful lobby of the 
Labour Party conference in 
Bournemouth on 26 September 1999. 
He was snatched from the body of the 
march as it re-entered the park for the 
rally. 

He was held for two days in police 
cells and charged with” violent disor- 
der” at the City of London magistrates’ 
court on 28 September. At the court 
hearing, the political motive behind the 
charge was revealed when the counsel 
for the prosecution demanded (unsuc- 
cessfully) that Kuldip be denied bail 
on the grounds that he was an “activist” 
and a “member of an organisation”, 
neither of which are (yet) criminal 
offences in Britain. 

The evidence against Kuldip turned 
out to consist of more than 100 pho- 
tographs and selective video footage 
showing Kuldip striking a fully equipped 
riot policeman with a thin banner pole. 

The racist police no doubt took 
special delight at arresting and prose- 
cuting an Asian protester. The City police 
are notorious for “helping out” their Met 
colleagues in next door Tower Ham- 
lets where the racist harassment of, and 
attacks on, the large Asian communi- 
ty, especially the youth, is routine. 

The advice of Kuldip’s lawyer, who 
has a track record of successfully 
clearing the names of others who have 
been caught up in police riots, was 
that Kuldip would receive a consider- 
ably longer sentence if he pleaded not 
guilty. Under the Criminal Justice Act 
it was excluded that he would be found 
innocent — given the selective police sur- 
veillance evidence. A plea of self-defence 
was also excluded for the same reason. 
Amazingly, self-defence is only accept- 
ed by a court if the action of defence 
occurs within seconds of being attacked. 

The lawyer’s advice was confirmed 
when the judge, in sentencing Kuldip, 
said that if he had not pleaded guilty 
he would have given him an extra nine 
months in jail. 
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A LETTER FROM PRISON 


Dear Comrades, 


AS I'VE got a bit of time on my hands | thought I'd write a short 
note to say thank you for the support and solidarity I’ve 
received over the last few months. From the moment of my 


arrest when a solicitor was arranged within minutes right 
through to opening the “Good Luck” card I have just received 
from comrades in Sheffield I've been left in no doubt that my 
welfare has been of prime concern to the group. 

Witnessing British class “justice” at first hand has only 
served to reinforce my belief in the necessity for revolutionary 
socialism. The last few months have also shown the benefit of 
having a group of committed and organised revolutionaries 


behind me. 


it meant | was extremely well prepared for prison and | am 
reaping the benefits of this in my first week as I see others 
struggle to come to terms with their imprisonment. 

While we have lessons to learn from the day [J18] I have no 
regrets about taking action to defend the demo. This belief has 
meant that my mood since sentencing has been upbeat and I 
feel a certain pride at being a class war prisoner. 

Receiving a longer sentence than expected has only 
determined my resolve not to let the bastards get me down. I 
aim to use my time in here to educate myself and I hope to 
come out a better revolutionary because of it. 

| also hope you can all use my imprisonment to full 
advantage - let’s ensure their pathetic attempt at class 


vengeance backfires on them. 
Revolutionary greetings 
Kuldip 


It is clear that the arrests, trials and 
jail terms arising from J18 are politically 
motivated. The prisoners are political 
prisoners. As Kuldip made clear before 


sentence was passed: “Me and the other 
J18 ‘convicts’ are class war prisoners; 
we are being locked up because of our 
political — not criminal — activities.” 
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The scale of the witch-hunt of J18 
activists is astounding. The City of Lon- 
don police has published a “rogue’s 
gallery” of about 150 activists on the 
internet, and is believed to have arrest- 
ed about 70 of these. Miles of video tape, 
thousands of hours of matching photos 
and surveillance footage, the spying 
on hundreds of meetings and protests 
in the following months — no expense 
has been spared to track down those who 
protested against global capitalism. 

This is because the bankers of the 
City of London and the British state are 
determined to crush a growing layer 
of young people who want social justice 
and control over their own lives. We 
must not let them succeed. We must 
meet their repression with resistance. 

This is why Kuldip wants to publi- 
cise his case — not to gain better treat- 
ment for himself, but to help build the 
Srowing movement against global 
capitalism. The police and courts have 
been encouraged to incarcerate as many 
J18 activists as possible to try and crush 
the movement in its infancy. But as it 
draws in wider and wider layers their 
repression will backfire on them. 

In Seattle on 30 November 1999, the 
trade unions joined environmental and 
third world activists and police repres- 
sion was ineffective and self-defeating. 
The same is true at the moment in Aus- 
tria where youth and anti-racists are on 
the streets and where workers are 
joining in to kick out Jorg Haider’s racist 
Freedom Party. 

Kuldip himself wants to encourage 
as many people as possible to join in the 
May Day 2000 events in London and 
throughout Britain. Indeed he wants it 
to be a renewal and revival of “the work- 
ers’ day” as a real day of struggle against 
capital. From his cell he said: “I want 
to do everything I can to build an inter- 
national protest in Prague next Sep- 
tember. I want to encourage people to 
get involved. My sentence hasn't altered 
my views or my belief that our struggle 
is just.” Prague is where the International 
Monetary Fund and World Bank are due 
to host their annual general meeting 
from 26-28 September. 

We call on everyone who wants to 
fight for a world free of oppression and 
exploitation to publicise Kuldip’s case 
and those of other J18 political prison- 
ers and support our campaign. 

@ Drop the charges against the J18 
activists now! 

@ Unconditionally release all J18 pris- 
oners! 

Build the movement against global 
capitalism — forward to May Day 

and Prague 2000! 
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INTERN “Bi Austria: The struggle against the far right coalition 





| The LRCI’s Austrian section, Workers Standpoint, reports from Vienna as 
Austrian workers and youth take to the streets to fight the far right government. 


FORE THAN 300,000 people 

[M eemonstratea in Austria's 

| Helden Platz on Saturday 19 

February. They were united by deter- 

mination to fight Austria’s new far- 
right government. 

The government is a coalition 
between the traditional conservative 
party, the OVP, and the racist-populist 
FPO of Jorg Haider. 

Austria’s immigrant population will 
face sustained prejudice and discrimi- 
nation from this government. The dec- 
laration of democratic values, extract- 
ed from Haider and the FPO, in an 
attempt to appease the European Union 
governments, is little more than a figleaf. 

What the mainly “socialist” gov- 
ernments of the EU have not protest- 
ed against, is the programme the new 
government has for demolishing the 
post-war social gains of the Austrian 


’ working class in the interests of Austri- 


an, European and global capitalism. 

For the above reasons the Austrian 
workers must launch a general strike 
to prevent this government consoli- 
dating its hold on power and make its 
lifetime as short as possible. 

Workers across Europe and around 
the world must support them. 

But why has the Austrian.-ruling class 
resorted to such a dangerous figure as 
Haider, provoking condemnation by the 
EU, the USA and Israel? Certainly not 
because of his anti-EU demagogy nor 
even because they want to adopt his 
naked policies of racial discrimination. 
It is because they see an OVP-FPO coali- 
tion as the only government able to 
carry through the long delayed demo- 


School 
students go 
on strike 


The 19 February demo shook 
Austria to its foundations, but 
what happened the day before 
in Vienna might, in the long run, 
be just as important: 10,000 
school students walked out of 
lessons in protest at the far 
right government. 

As part of their “biame the 
immigrants” strategy to divide 
the working class, the FPO are 
demanding that a limit of 30% 
be set on “ethnic minorities” in 
the classroom. 

But school students reject 
this racist policy. On Friday 
morning, schools all over Vienna 
were leafieted and picketed by 
their own students. The 
revolutionary youth movement, 
Revol, was in the thick of the 
to stop pickets from talking to 
their own friends and 
classmates, 10,000 school 
students walked out and joined 
a demonstration through 
Vienna. 

The sheer size of the demo, 
coupled with the impact of the 
Heldenplatz demo events, 
ensured that none of the 
threats were carried out on 
Monday. 

Now school students are 
getting organised for the next 
round of the struggle. 
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lition job on the gains of Austria’s work- 
ers embodied in the “social partnership” 
system which has kept Austria in a state 
of incredible social stability for forty 
years or more (see article, right). 

The Freedom Party’s demagogy 
against the mounting corruption and 
cronyism of this system —as well as its 
racism against Eastern European and 
Balkan asylum seekers — won it an elec- 
toral mass base. Millions of workers and 
middle class voters have been alienat- 
ed from the “social partnership” system 
by the run down of the welfare state and 
local services. 

The fact that these reductions were 
justified by the Socialist-Conservative 
coalitions of the last thirteen years, cit- 
ing firstly the need to meet the budget 
conditions for entering the EU and then 
the competitive challenges of the glob- 
al market, drove large numbers of work- 
ing class and middle class voters into 
Haider's arms. 

Such policies opened up many 
blue collar working class voters to 
Haider’s anti-EU, anti-corruption, dem- 
agogy. The SPO’s failure to openly chal- 
lenge Haider’s racism—his lying pro- 
paganda that immigration is to blame 
for unemployment and rising crime— 
has handed over working class voters 
to their own worst enemy. The results 
of the recent elections show that 
the FPO ’'s increased vote came main- 
ly at the expense of the SPO. 

The lon®term paralysis of the Aus- 
trian labour movement—the product 
of decades of coalition and “social part- 
nership” with the bosses — is also to 
blame for Haider’s triumph. 


Workers Power members 


Peter Main and Jeremy Dewar 
were in Vienna for the 
biggest demo in the country’s 
history and sent this report 


he demo began like many oth- 
| ers. Carloads of comrades strug- 
sling with armfuls of red flags, 
placards and banners as a biting wind 
whipped across the ring road and the 
square in front of the Westbahnhof 
rail station. This was the assembly 
point for one of the four feeder march- 
es to the central meeting place on the 
Helden Platz. 

Our feeder march was organised 
by the “Action Committee against the 
Black-Blue Coalition” a united front 
of left organisations including Work- 
ers’ Standpunkt, the SLP (Militant/CW1) 
the KPO and SOAL (the USFI sec- 
tion). This is the alliance that has organ- 
ised the daily demonstrations in Vien- 
na since the coalition was sworn in. 

By 1.30pm the crowds were begin- 
ning to assemble - mostly Viennese 
socialists until the strains of the song 
“Bandiera Rossa” heralded the arrival 
of a delegation from Italy, organised by 
the former communist party, the 
PDS. Next to arrive was a sixty or sev- 
enty strong contingent of Young Social- 
ists from Belgium and France. 

On the fringes, and looking a bit out 
of place with their face masks and head 
scarves, fifty or so anarchists from 
Berlin kept themselves to themselves 
until, without warning, they were 





_Who's who in Austria: 


Ruled Austria for past 30 
years 

OVP - Austrian People’s 
Party. Conservatives. 
Broke coalition with 
Socialists to form alliance 
with Haider 

FPO - Freedom Party. Far- 
right party led by Haider 
OGB - the trade union 
federation allied to the 
AST - Workers Standpoint, 
the sister organisation of 
Workers Power 


Haider is out to smash the welfare 
state. 

The FPO programme calls for: dras- 
tic cuts in the budget and in pensions; 
the privatisation of nationalised indus- 
tries and other institutions; tax cuts; low- 
ering wage costs by reducing employers’ 
contributions to holiday pay and acci- 
dent and unemployment insurance; and 
a major reform of welfare benefits. 

Two examples should guide Austri- 
an workers, anti-racists and youth. The 
first is the marvellous example of the 
Italian workers who brought down 
the coalition government of millionaire 
media magnate Silvio Berlusconi with 
Fini’s Alleanza by means of mass 
demonstrations and strikes. 

But the other example—to be avoid- 
ed at all costs — is the failure of the lead- 





oat 


rushed by a platoon of the armed police 
that had also taken up position. Most 
got away safely through the crowds, 
though we heard later that several were 
badly beaten up - obviously this was a 
special day for the forces of law and 
order, as well. 

Workers Power comrades from 
Britain were invited to kick off the mass 
meeting before the march set off. We 
stressed the parallels with the rise of 
the Thatcher government, the change 
of strategy by the ruling class and the 
need to mobilise the entire working 
class in a general strike before the 
regime could consolidate itself. The con- 
cluding words, “Your fight is our fight 
- let our lessons be your lessons!” 
brought a warm round of applause and 
the chanting of a slogan we were to hear 
repeatedly, “Hoch, die, internationale 
solidaritat!” - Long live international 
solidarity! 





ers of the British labour movement to 
mount a class-wide resistance when 
Margaret Thatcher first launched her 
privatisation programme. The official 
leaders of the Labour Party and the TUC 
stood by whilst the Tories defeated sec- 
tion after section of workers. 

During its first months the far right 
coalition government is at its weak- 
est. As the enormity of its programme 
becomes clear, active trade unionists, 
socialists and youth must go all out to 
mobilise a mass movement against 
Haider and his conservative allies, 

The left, anti-racists, students and 
individual workers took to the streets 
night after night after the formation 
of the government. The 19 February 
demo saw 300,000 on the streets. 

In the week following that there were 
20,000 on the first of the planned week- 
ly demonstrations. The task now is to 
maintain momentum and draw in the 
rank and file workers — in particular the 
industrial working class that has been 
only partially mobilised by its bureau- 
cratic unions so far. 

The activists must unite and set out 
to draw in ever wider forces. In the 
schools, universities, and at workplaces 
and meetings ofall the unions resolutions 
must be passed to support stoppages, and 
to call further massive demonstrations 

The leader of the SPO ’s youth organ- 
isation has talked openly of the need to 
bring down this government. The 
Vienna tramworkers, the railway work- 
ers’ union and the garbage collection 
workers have all threatened strike 
action. Let’s turn words into deeds. The 
OGB (Austrian TUC) must call out the 


300,000 on the 
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Our route wound through the shop- 
ping streets, thronged with onlook- 
ers, many of whom joined the march. 
From the flats over the shops, red 
sheets, red shirts — in fact, anything red 
people could get hold of - flapped 
wildly in the wind. A special cheer went 
up when someone hung out a hastily 
daubed banner - “Widerstand!” Resis- 
tance - that is becoming the one word 
motto of the anti-government move- 
ment. 

In front of Parliament, our feeder 
march which, according to police radios 
had swelled now to twenty thousand 
with the addition of trade union con- 
tingents that had arrived at the West- 
bahnhof, merged with another that had 
begun further north in the university 
quarter. The barrage of slogans reached 
a crescendo, as each group vied with 
others to be heard. 

It was only as dusk fell, about 


entire trade union movement and the 

SPO must mobilise its membership too. 
Regular demonstrations, strikes by 

workers, by school and college students, 

by immigrant workers, by all horrified 
by the prospect of Haider in power, can 
build an unstoppable movement. 

We need a general strike to kick out 
the far-right coalition. 

Action committees should be formed 
of all organisations joining the strug- 
gle. This movement must draw into 
its ranks the immigrant communities 
and asylum seekers to show them, in 
deeds, that they are welcome in the 
worker’s movement; here to stay and 
here to fight together for a better world 
™@ Down with the racist, anti-worker 

government! 

@ Down with racism — by the police, 
the Freedom Party or by fascist 
thugs! 

@ Down with the attack on jobs, 
wages, pensions and social 
services! 

@ Down with the privatisation of 
industries and services! 

@ For mass demonstrations and a 
general strike to stop the anti- 
working class assault and bring 
down this government! 

@ For a government of the workers’ 
movement, to reverse the social 
destruction of this and recent gov- 
ernments and to take the offensive 
against Austrian and multinational 





5.30pm, that we began to move again. 
As the banners were hoisted and com- 
rades raised a chant from hoarse 
throats, people suddenly realised that 
they were in fact soaking wet - it had 
been raining most of the time but, 
somehow, no-one had really noticed. 

Nor did it make much difference now 
as any spirits that might have been 
beginning to flag were roused by the 
roar of the crowds as they passed 
through the huge monumental arch 
into the vast expanse of the Helden 
Platz. The half-light reflected from 
the floodlit columns couldn’t help but 
conjure up images of another time, sixty 
years ago, when the same walls echoed 
to the ranting of Hitler as he celebrat- 
ed his entry into Vienna. 

But now the Helden Platz was ours. 
As many as 300,000 people, from all over 
Austria, indeed, from all over Europe, 
had come here to oppose the far right 
government 

By 8.30pm, as the last speech ended, 
every one of the thousands of leaflets 
that we had printed overnight was gone. 
Thousands of copies of Workers’ Stand- 
point, the Ast’s paper, were sold. One 
comrade sold all his 100 copies of the 
paper so had resorted to selling the back 
copies he had brought for the bookstall: 
now they’d all gone too! 

That evening, a group of demonstra- 
tors discovered Haider eating in a restau- 
rant. Within minutes the place was 
surrounded and the would-be puppet 
master of the new coalition was oblig- 
ed to leave by the backdoor. 
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The formation of the far-right coali- 
tion marked a dramatic change of 
strategy by the ruling class. 

Austria's capitalists have been, in 
their eyes, shackled by decades of class- 
collaboration. 

After 1945, the Austrian ruling class 
adopted a strategy of institutionalised 
collaboration with the Socialist Party 
who were as anxious to preserve capi- 
talism as the bosses themselves. 
Throughout the Cold War, this 
arrangement was also sheltered by Aus- 
tria’s supposed neutrality. It is not a 
member of NATO, and it has a poorly 
armed conscript army. 

The class truce allowed Austrian cap- 
italism to slowly recover, although at 
the cost of some significant concessions 
to the working class. 

After the collapse of the Soviet Union 
and with the entry into the EU, Austria’s 
bosses are no longer prepared to pay 
that price. For over ten years, the boss- 
es got most of what they wanted 
through a Social Democrat led coali- 
tion with the OVP, the main conserva- 
tive party. 

But last year they decided that this 
strategy was unviable. The Social 
Democrats had undermined their 
own support in the working class 
through cuts and privatisations. But the 
capitalists wanted more attacks and 


vatisations. Significantly it was not the 
SPO leaders who opposed this — it was 
the unions, organised in the trade union 
federation OGB. Union rank and file 
members bombarded the union HQs 
with phone calls telling them not to sign 
up for a socialist-conservative coalition 
on these terms. 

Meanwhile a section of the ruling 
class had begun to see Haider’s far-right 
Freedom Party (FPO) as the solution. 
Haider had no commitment to the old 
“social partnership” and his promises 
played well with the most Thatcherite 
section of the bosses. 

When the OVP-SPO coalition talks 
failed, conservative leader Wolfgang 
Schussel saw his chance and forged the 
coalition with Haider. 

Haider’s pro-Nazi comments, his far- 
right populism and racism have iden- 
tified him as one of the most danger- 
ous politicians in modern Europe. 


Jorg Haider, the controversial 
leader of the Freedom Party is a far- 
right racist with a record of sympa- 
thetic comments about Hitler’s 
Germany. 

Haider comes from a Nazi family. 
He has praised former Waffen SS men 
as patriots who fought for their coun- 
try and attended gatherings of these 
Nazi war veterans. He has said that 
Hitler’s employment policies were 
“orderly” and that not everything about 
the Nazi period was bad. 

But is Haider a fascist? And is the 
Freedom Party the same as the Hitler’s 
Nazis or our own British National Party 
today? If “Haider is Hitler”, as the Anti- 
Nazi League placards say, then the Aus- 
trian working class is in deep trouble. 
If we have “fascists in power” as the 
front page of Socialist Worker said last 
month, that has profound impact on 
perspectives for the class struggle, not 
just in Austria but throughout Europe. 

“What does it matter?”, you may 
ask: “If people think he’s as bad as 
Hitler that will bring even more onto 
the streets to fight back.” 

But correctly assessing the threat 
Haider poses to the working class is 
crucial to mobilising the workers to 
fight back. 

There are important differences 
between a far right conservative par- 
ties and fascist parties. Fascists use 
mass mobilisations of the middle class 
to crush the workers’ movement. Con- 
servative politicians and dictators are 
content to use the state machine. 

Fascism is amass movement made 
up of the lower middle class and non- 
class consicous workers. In the most 
desparate situations, the ruling class 
turns to fascism to crush the workers’ 
movement. Fascism ts, as Trotsky said, 
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faster attacks on the working class. 


Haider? 


He’s a dangerous racist - but fascism 1s 
something different, writes Dave Stockton 


a mass, popular weapon of civil war 
against the working class. It can only 
be fought by equally warlike methods: 
workers’ and immigrants’ defence 
organisations which defeat the fascists 
on the streets and drive them from the 
workplaces. Once the fascists begin 
their bid for power, 
they can only be 
defeated a by a work- 
ers’ revolution. 

A fascist move- 
ment ts fought with 
bricks and baseball 
bats on the streets. A 
fascist government ts 
fought with machine 
guns — not placards. 

But judged against 
history does Haider fit 
the bill? The Freedom 
Party took in a very 
large number of ex- 
Nazis after the war 
but all the other par- 
ties also recruited and “cleansed” for- 
mer Nazis, including the SPO. Today 
there are is a small section of ageing 
war veterans in Haider's party. 

But the party’s action Is consis- 
tent with that of a far-right conserva- 
tive party. It has no defence squads, no 
wing that actively campaigns for a 
Nazi-style solution. Haider talks of Aus- 
tria being “swamped with foreigners”, 





wants to limit immigrant children in 
school classes to 30%, wants to deport 
illegal immigrants. That is disgust- 
ing racism — but then so are the 
racist policies of the conservatives and 
the Social Democratic leaders. 

If the FPO is not fascist, could it 
become fascist? Yes, 
but the key question is 
what tactic to adopt to 
it now. How do you 
confront mass meet- 
ings of FPO supporters 
in the workplace, FPO 
fractions in the unions 
etc? 

The SWP’s “fascists in 
power” rhetoric could 
rebound on the left 
because it degrades 
words we will need 
people to take serious- 
ly when the real thing 
appears. 

If Haider’s party does 
take a fascist turn, how then do you 
ring the alarm bells louder if you have 
already pressed the ultimate panic but- 
ton. 

Socialist Worker is obviously aware 
of the difficulty of squaring “Haider 
is Hitler” with the Marxist definition 
of fascism because it tries to make a 
distinction between Haider the man 
and his party. The Freedom party, 


The OVP pushed for a massive attack 
on social spending and further pri- 
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we are told is “a coalition of differ- 
ent groups from Nazis through 
Thatcherite businessmen to those 
who are simply disillusioned by the 
two main parties”. 

As for its future: “Tt can become a 
full blown fascist movement, go 
towards a right wing Tory movement 
or split between its Tory and hardline 
fascist wings.” 

It is true that fascist parties can 
emerge out of conservative or populist 
parties. But when that occurs the 
structures, tactics and ideology radi- 
cally change: from electoralism to 
pogroms, and from paying lip service 
to democracy to the open espousal of 
dictatorship. 

Haider’s party remains a reac- 
tionary, racist populist party. It has no 
street gangs: up to now, Workers 
Standpoint has been able to go in and 
disrupt its election rallies without 
resistance. The FPO aims not to 
smash the workers’ movement by 
fighting on the streets but to use the 
government to demolish the workers’ 
gains. 

In Germany before Hitler, and also 
in France, right wing regimes came to 
power which were semi-dictatorships. 
At that time the Stalinists loudly pro- 
claimed that these were “fascist” 
regimes. 

Trotsky denounced this because, 
under a show of verbal radicalism, it 
encouraged passivity in the working 
class: “If this is fascism then it is not 
so different” and, even more danger- 
ous: “Can the real fascists be so much 
worse?” 

To say “Haider is Hitler” today is 
wrong, It will sow confusion — and if 
the movement goes off the boil 
pessimism and passivity. 





The end of 30 years of class peace 


Unfortunately the total failure of the 
SPO to meet workers’ needs drove 
sections of the working class to vote 
Haider, including putting him in power 
in the province of Carinthia. 

Winning the workers and youth 
away from supporting Haider means 
taking on racism head on —a racism 
that has been fostered by both the con- 
servatives and Social Democrats jump- 
ing to Haider’s tune on immigration. 

The new coalition has set out to rip 
up the whole system of class collabo- 
ration. The bosses’ new strategy com- 
bines a demagogic racism and nation- 
alism, intended to divide and demoralise 
the working class, with a “neo-liberal” 
economic programme similar to that 
of Thatcher in the 1980s. 

For socialists, the urgent task in Aus- 
tria is to organise the working class to 
shake off the complacent habits of the 
past and prepare for battle. 

The 19 February was an excellent 
start an alarm signal to the whole coun- 
try and a chance for the working class 
to review its forces. 

But no demo can force a ruling class 
to back down and the working class has 
now to plan for a sustained campaign 
whose first objective should be to force 
a strategic defeat on the bosses by bring- 
ing down the coalition. 

The first of the regular weekly 
demonstrations in Vienna, on Febru- 
ary 24th, attracted 20,000. That isa 
sure sign that opposition is set to grow. 
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to a Unionist tune 


The Northern Ireland Assembly 


has been suspended while Loyalist paramilitaries kill. But it 1s the IRA and Sinn 


Fein that are blamed for not being serious about peace. Rachel Thomas examines why Mandelson backs Trimble 


WO MEN are shot dead in what police 

describe as a revenge attack. They report 

that these murders mark the escalation of 
a feud between two loyalist paramilitary groups. 
According to the Secretary of State, however, 
the peace process in the North of Ireland is still 
on course. A week earlier the same Secretary of 
State, Peter Mandelson, suspended the fledg- 
ling Northern Ireland Executive on the grounds 
that some people were not serious about the 
peace process. Loyalist paramilitaries? Unionist 
politicians? No, the republicans! 

For anyone who has ever doubted the British 
state’s role in Ireland, the events of the past month 
serve as a sharp reminder. 

Peter Mandelson was appointed by British 
Prime Minister Tony Blair to exercise his “right” 
to rule in the North of Ireland. At the time, the 
move was seen as a blatant attempt to placate 
Unionist opinion. Subsequent events have con- 
firmed that view. 

On 11 February Mandelson suspended the 
Northern Ireland Executive after just 72 days in 
existence. His reason was that the IRA had not 
begun decommissioning their weapons. Yet the 
suspension took place just hours before the pub- 
lication of a much-awaited report from the de 


Chastelain commission. This report signalled ae 


major development in the negotiations with 
the IRA in which they offered to look at ways of 
putting their weapons out of action. 

Mandelson was dancing to a Unionist tune. 
When the Executive was set up in November the 
Unionist leader David Trimble built in his own 
unilateral ultimatum; a detonator set to go off 
in February. Unionisim’s leaders have been deter- 
mined from the outset of the “peace process” to 
force the IRA into a humiliating surrender. 

Trimble wrote a resignation letter which 
was due to take effect from 12 February at a recon- 
vened meeting of the Ulster Unionist Council if 
the IRA had not begun decommissioning their 
weapons. Mandelson jumped, at the Unionists’ 
behest, when they were threatening to accept 
Trimble’s resignation the following day. Direct 
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Racists on the rampage in Spai 


Phillipe Martin reports on racist terror against immigrant workers in a Spanish town 


At the beginning of February, El Ejido, a small 
agricultural town in the south of Spain, wit- 


_nessed three days of widespread racist vio- 


lence. 

The starting point was the murder of a young 
Spanish woman by a young Moroccan with learn- 
ing difficulties. The local skinheads and racist 
rich kids then decided to step up the tension. 

Two thousand people took to the streets, 
armed with iron bars and baseball bats, attack- 
ing Moroccan shops, houses and cars. Some of 
the racists even tried to burn immigrant fami- 
lies alive. 

Forty-nine immigrants suffered serious 
injuries during the three-day rampage. Union 
leaders and members of left parties were also 
attacked, with one local councillor only just being 
saved from lynching. 

This reactionary wave of hatred was rooted in 
the economic conditions in E] Ejido where, as 
is often the case, the immigrant community is 
doubly oppressed. North Africans are victims both 
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rule from London was re-established. 

In Portadown, a week later, two men David 
McIlwaine, aged 18, and Andrew Robb, 19, were 
found dead with their throats slashed. They had 


Loyalism: killing for God, ang country , 






ance the main ceasefires are holding.” 

Mandelson wants the currently silent guns of 
the IRA handed in, yet he is deaf to the sound of 
Loyalist guns . 


been abducted and killed by Whatever their bluster 
members of the Ulster Vol- 3 about IRA weapons, It is 
unteer Force (UVF) in The B [ dtr clear that Trimble and the 
revenge for the Loyalist Vol- Ulster Unionists have scup- 
unteer Force (LVF) shoot- am : pered the peace process. 
ing of UVF man, Richard g overnment had And yet within the process 
Jameson. they already have a built-in 

It is believed that neither ens nar ed f he majority, which guarantees 


of the young men were 
members of the LVF. But 


Sinn Fein 


the continuation of their 
privileges in housing and 


the LVF attempted to strike 8 jobs. They are clearly pre- 
back with the attempted | Cd de YS h ip pared to obstruct even the 
murder of Martin McClean. modest reforms proposed 
for the 93 per cent Protestant RUC, advanced in 
the Patten report last autumn. In the longer term 
the Unionists retain a veto over any moves towards 
a united Ireland and the continuing support of 
the British army. 


Amid this spiral of violence, a spokesman for 
the Secretary of State commented that Mandel- 
son was regularly briefed by the security services 
and “would not hesitate to act where he judges 
it appropriate to do so but we believe that on bal- 






of abysmal poverty and racism. 

The town has a large Moroccan popula- 
tion, employed in circumstances that verge on 
slavery. They work mainly in vegetable pro- 
duction. Out of 72,000 inhabitants of E] 
Ejido, 24,000 are immigrants; only 8,000 of 
them have papers, the others have no legal sta- 
tus and no access to healthcare or legal pro- 
tection at work. 

These workers have to live in sprawling shan- 
ty towns without electricity and running water 
— out of sight of the wealthier Spanish commu- 
nity. 

The local council has done nothing to improve 
their living standards — indeed, the Mayor, Juan 
Enciso, is a member of the right-wing Popular 
Party and openly harks back to Franco’s fascist 
regime. His municipal policies have been influ- 
enced by the activity of a small, openly pro-Nazi 
group called Platform 2000. 

Apart from supporting the racist rioters, the 
mayor delayed calling the police to stop the 


pogrom, and when they eventually did arrive, he 
called on them to stop the Moroccans from organ- 
ising self-defence! 

All the left parties and unions have condemned 
the racist attacks, but their passivity with regard 
to “ordinary” racism, and their support for 
anti-immigrant legislation has helped legitimise 
the current racist atmosphere. 

Moroccan workers went on strike fora 
week, paralysing the regional economy in protest. 
But without any support from workers in the rest 
of Spain, they were eventually obliged to return 
to work. 

Mahmoud, a young Moroccan worker, who 
was sacked for participating in the protest strike, 
gave this account of the immigrant workers’ con- 
ditions: 

“I have a temporary contract, but no fixed ter- 
mination date, which means that the employer 
can sack you at will. The working day begins at 
8 a.m. until 1 p.m., and then goes from 3 p.m. 
to 6 p.m., the temperature sometimes rising to 


As for Mandelson and the British Government, 
yet again they have responded to the Unionists’ 
threats, while blaming the republicans. In what 
appears to have been a cynical attempt to offer 
a sop to Sinn Fein, Mandelson hinted at the 
possibility of a joint ceremony involving the 


IRA and the British Army to mark the surren-._— 


der of weapons by both sides. This suggestion was 
dropped like a lead balloon after British officers 
threatened to resign if the government pursued 
the idea. 

Republican frustration, however, is evident 
and mounting. Clearly, the return to direct rule 
will put greater pressure on the IRA. 

At the same time, the Sinn Fein leadership is 
deeply implicated in a peace process that is itself 
hopelessly flawed. 

The Blair government had ensnared them, 
administering aspects of a sectarian statelet that 
they were not so long ago committed to 
destroying. 

The Continuity IRA are already placing them- 
selves ina position to recruit IRA dissidents with 
actions such as the attempted bombing of the 
Shackleton Army Barracks in Ballykelly. But the 
road to a progressive solution to the Irish nation- 
al question does not mean a return to the 
methods of the guerrilla struggle. While the IRA 
should not surrender a single weapon to the 
British state, it should put its arsenal at the dis- 
posal of the nationalist population for the pur- 
pose of organised self-defence. 

There must be a renewed emphasis on poli- 
tics, but not the charade of the Stormont assem- 
bly chamber. Instead, the task for those com- 
mitted to a united Ireland is to mobilise the 
nationalist population on the streets to demand 
an immediate end to London’s direct rule and for 
a genuinely democratic solution. 

A lasting peace in the North of Ireland will not 
be built without justice — and that still means: 
Mf Disband the RUC and RIR 
® British troops out of Ireland now 
@ Self-determination for Ireland as a whole 
@ Fight for a 32-county workers’ republic 


45 degrees Centigrade. For this I get £20. Every 
day we have to work an hour overtime — unpaid, 
and in the morning you cannot stop, not to eat 
or to drink.” = 

Spanish workers and the labour movement 
internationally must take up the cause of these 
immigrant workers. 

We must fight against the racists and along- 
side the Moroccan workers for: 

@ Immediate citizenship rights for all immi- 
grant workers — Open the frontiers! 

Equal housing conditions, working condi- 
tions and salaries for immigrant and Span- 
ish workers. 

@ Kick out the mayor of El Ejido — immediate 
prosecution of all those involved in the 
pogrom! 

m@ Support for self-defence of the immigrant 
community against racist attacks! 

@ Mass unionisation of immigrant workers! 
Organisation of a national labour movement 
campaign against racism! 
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killed Robert Hamill 


Jeremy Hardy reports on the case of Robert Hamill, murdered by a loyalist mob as RUC members watched 


N BRITAIN, the cases of Stephen Lawrence, 

Ricky Reel, Michael Menson and many other 

victims of racism who are still barely known, 
have brought a growing understanding of why 
so many black people do not trust the police. In 
Northern Ireland, if you want a single example 
of why so many Catholics do not trust the Royal 
Ulster Constabulary (RUC), consider the case of 
Robert Hamill. 

In Portadown, at about 1.30am on 27 April, 
1997, Robert Hamill, a 25 year old Catholic, 
was kicked to death by a mob of about 30 Loyal- 
ists in full view of an RUC Land Rover, 200 
yards from an RUC station. Four armed RUC offi- 
cers remained in the Land Rover during the attack 

Robert had been to a dance at St Patrick’s Hall, 
a Catholic social club that stands in isolation in 
the centre of Portadown. To get home to their 
enclave around Garvaghy Road and Obins Street, 
Catholics leaving St Patrick’s have to travel down 
Thomas Street and across Market Street onto 
Woodhouse Street, which is safe territory. 

On Saturday nights, young Loyalists tend to 
hang around on Market Street after returning by 
bus from the Rugby Club and the Coach Inn in 
nearby Banbridge. One of the officers on duty 
that night has described the Loyalists on Mar- 
ket Street as “the usual crowd from the Coach”. 

Local publicans had warned the RUC that the 
junction of Thomas Street and Market Street was 
becoming increasingly dangerous for Catholics. 
Late at night, anyone heading from Thomas Street 
toward Woodhouse Street would be presumed to 
be Catholic. 

Indeed, just a few minutes before the attack 
on Robert, another man was able to get past a 
hostile group of Loyalists and warned the officers 
in the Land Rover that more Catholics were on 
their way from St Patrick’s and would be in 
danger. But the officers remained in the vehi- 
cle, and radio logs show that nothing was done 
to warn people at the hall until 2.1lam, some 
thirty to forty minutes after the attack. 

Robert was with three friends: Joanne, Siob- 
han and Gregory Girvan. They left the club at 
about 1.20am. Unable to raise a taxi, they walked 
cautiously toward Market Street. Seeing the Land 
Rover, they felt safe enough to proceed, Robert 
walking slightly ahead of the others. But as soon 


as Robert stepped onto Market Street he was beat- 


en to the ground. Gregory ran to help and was 
also knocked down. Both were kicked and beat- 
en unconscious. Gregory survived. Robert was 
to die after 12 days in a coma. 

Joanne and Siobhan screamed for help. 
They could be heard at a bar 120 yards away, from 
where people came running to help, trying in 
vain to get through the mob to reach the injured 
men. No one, however, got out of the Land Rover, 
just 20 yards from the attack. Siobhan ran to the 
vehicle, shouting and banging on the side, but 
there was no response. 





eral minutes, until the attackers seemed to tire 
of it and it petered out. Finally, some ten min- 
utes after the attack, two of the officers, Con- 
stables Neill and Atkinson, got out of the Land 
Rover, at which point the reinforcements arrived: 
two officers in another Land Rover and another 
two 1n a Car. 

The Northern Ireland Office confirms that 
there were 19 RUC officers on duty in Portadown 
that night and four army units available within 
10 minutes. At 2.1lam, a mobile army unit 
radioed Portadown police station to offer assis- 
tance, but were told that they were not needed 

The murderers loitered, apparently uncon- 
cerned, for about an hour but nobody was arrest- 
ed. When the ambulance arrived, it had to drive 
through the mob. No first aid had been given to 
Robert or Gregory by the police. One of the offi- 
cers to arrive after the attack was Constable Clare 
Halley. She took one of the crowd, Wayne Lunt, 
and put him in the Land Rover. She took his name 
and address and, after confirming these by radio, 
let him go. 

Halley has testified that two men approached 
her, one of them, asking why she had released 
Lunt and telling her, “He’s one of the ones that 
did it.” She did not even take this man’s name. 
No statements were taken from anyone — wit- 
nesses or suspects. Even after the arrival of a 
senior officer, no crime scene was declared and 
no evidence gathered. In short, the police made 
no effort to start any sort of investigation at all, 
when all the evidence was right in front of them. 

At 60am, the first of a number of contra- 
dictory press statements was put out by the RUC. 
According to the police, the attack had been a 
clash between “two rival factions”. A second state- 
ment three days later claimed, “A police Land 
Rover crew in Portadown town centre were alert- 
ed to a disturbance and immediately intervened 
to gain order and prevent assaults.” 

It was not until 7 May, after the Hamill fam- 
ily had passionately protested at this distortion, 
that an RUC statement was issued acknowledg- 
ing that the incident was, as all the witnesses say, 
an unprovoked assault on two men by a large 
group. 

The next day, Robert died from his head 
injuries. It was after this that Lunt and five oth- 
ers, Rory Robinson, Allistair Hanvey, Dean Forbes, 
Stacey Bridgett and Paul Hobson, were arrest- 
ed and charged with his murder. All asked to be 
held with Loyalist prisoners in the Maze. The Loy- 
alist Volunteer Force produced leaflets champi- 
oning the “Portadown Six”. 

By October, charges against Forbes, Hanvey 
and Robinson had been dropped. Releasing the 
men, the magistrate said, “It has been a terrible 
ordeal for all three of you”. He said nothing to 
members of the Hamill family who were present 
in court. In November, charges against Brid- 
gett and Lunt were dropped. This prompted Colin 
Prunty, the witness who had approached Hal- 





ley, to complain to the Crown Prosecution 
Service that he had never been asked to attend 
an ID parade. 

Paul Hobson finally came to trial earlier this 
year. Constable Neill testified that, approaching 
the scene, he saw Robert lying unconscious and 
Hobson aiming a kick at his head, but couldn’t 
tell if it connected. Lord Justice McCollum con- 
victed Hobson of unlawfully fighting and caus- 
ing an affray but, ruling that Robert was proba- 
bly already fatally injured by the time Neill 
approached, acquitted Hobson of murder. 

A few days after the attack on Robert, his sis- 
ter Diane, unhappy at the quality of the investi- 
gation, had enlisted the help of Lurgan solici- 
tor, Rosemary Nelson. Rosemary’s response to 
the dropping of charges was to announce that 
the family would bring a private prosecution 
against the suspects and the RUC. An appeal 
was begun to raise the funds and Rosemary 
became the family’s leading campaigner, as well 
their legal adviser and beloved friend. 

By March, Hobson’s trial ended, with judge- 
ment reserved, and she was in no doubt that he 
would be acquitted. She had spoken to Michael 
Mansfield QC about the planned private prose- 
cutions. On 15 March, she was blown up by a car 
bomb. The sophistication of the device and the 
unusual level of RUC activity close to her home 
before the explosion led to accusations of collu- 
sion. The day after the bombing, graffiti appeared 
in Lurgan, reading, “Rosemary Nelson, human 
rights defender, murdered by RUC”. 

Rosemary had received an increasing num- 
ber of threats from RUC officers. The Indepen- 
dent Commission on Police Complaints unusu- 
ally called in a Metropolitan police officer to 
oversee its investigation of the threats. The ICPC 
reported that officers barely disguised their hatred 
of her. 

The Hamill family has also become unpopu- 
lar with the RUC since querying the handling 
of Robert’s case. Diane cites many instances of 
intimidation, including a police car swerving in 
front of hers, forcing her to brake, and officers 
pointing their fingers at her in imitation of guns. 

The family has also suffered emotional tor- 
ture by Loyalists since Robert’s death. According 
to Diane: 

“At the place where Robert was attacked, we 
placed flowers in memory of him, but within 
hours every petal would have disappeared. Reg- 
ularly my family have been taunted in Portad- 
own town centre. I have been called a Fenian slut, 
and men and women have shouted, ‘Where is 
Robbie now?’. As recently as April, we discovered 
some graffiti saying, ‘Where is ya Robbie now, 
where is ya flowers now?’. I wouldn’t want to be 
inside the minds of these people; it must be a very 
frightening place. On occasions some Loyalists 
have taken to jumping up and down in front of 
me, this is their imitation of Robert’s murder; 


this is funny to them. In the early stagesI La 
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Saturday, 4 March 
Asssemblie ipm, Embankment 
March to Trafalgar Square 


Mumia Abu Jamal isa political activist and a former member of the Black Panther 


called the RUC on several occasions following 
incidents of this nature but they never did any- 
thing about it. After a while I decided it was point- 
less calling the police for assistance; we now have 
no one to turn to. The taunt of ‘What about Rob- 
bie Hamill?’ has now become commonplace 
around Portadown when Catholics are being 
abused; this doesn’t appear to be a crime either.” 
The Hamills are looking for justice rather than 
vengeance, In the words of Diane Hamill: 
“Everyone is talking about peace, but you 
won't get peace in Northern Ireland without jus- 
tice, and you can’t have justice without truth, 
and you won't even begin to get near the truth 
until there is a public inquiry into Robert’s death.” 
What you can do: 

@ Write to the Prime Minister, Rt Hon. Tony 
Blair, 10 Downing Street, London SW1A 2AA 
demanding he take up this case. 

@ Ask your MP to support the call for an 
enquiry and forward his/her response to the : 
campaign. 

@ Ask your trade union branch to pass a reso- 
lution supporting the call for an enquiry and 
affiliating to the campaign. 

@ Help distribute information and publicity 
material. 

@ Make a donation 
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Party. In 1982 he was convicted of shooting a police officer in Philadelphia and 





sentenced to death. The court case violated Mumia’s constitutional rights and denied 
him access to evidence. In effect it was a frame-up (See WP 238). Since then he has 
been fighting to prove his innocence. Last year, Covernor Ridge of Pennsylvania 
signed Mumia’s execution order. Mumia and his lawyers will soon be in a federal 





7 4 aoe aes . / | court trying to have his conviction thrown out and the sentence overturned. In - ~ 
Abu —— London, Nove nhest ae support, a weekend of international action has been called for 4/5 March. Stop the 
ae =m execution of Mumia Abu Jamal, support this ion. 
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The global class saith Southern Africa, Ukraine 
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Getting rid of a corrupt government will improve the life of the Zimbabwean masses. But they should 
beware replacing the greed of Mugabe and his cronies with the austerity of the IMF, writes Lesley Day 


IMBABWEANS THREW out president 

Robert Mugabe’s proposed constitution 

last month, despite threats, bribery and 
media manipulation. 

Fifty five per cent voted against the plans that 
would have increased Mugabe’s presidential pow- 
ers. The ruling party, ZANU-PF, had promised to 
use the new constitution to nationalise white 
owned land and distribute it to peasant farmers 
— but even in rural areas, many voters saw through 
the bribery. Mugabe has been promising land 
reform since he took office 20 years ago, but the 
only real beneficiaries so far have been his cronies 
who have bought up estates on the cheap. 

In the urban areas the vote against Mugabe 
was clear cut. Unemployment of around 50 per 
cent, fuel shortages and 60 per cent inflation have 
created anger and frustration. This is combined 
with resentment at the party officials who have 
enriched themselves at the expense of the 
workers and peasants. 

Zimbabwe’s intervention in the Democratic 
Republic of Congo (DRC) is also deeply unpop- 
ular: many workers and other oppositionists 
realise that the million pounds a day spent on the 
war has been used to protect the interests of 
investors. Army leaders have created compa- 
nies to do business in the Congo, such as the dia- 
mond mine at Mbuji-Mayi. The state-owned Zim- 
babwean Defence Industries won a£35m contract 


to supply the DRC army, a deal which will bene- 


fit generals and politicians. 

In the same week that Mugabe suffered defeat 
in the referendum, it became clear that Zimbabwe 
would default on debt repayments to several inter- 
national creditors including the European Invest- 
ment Bank. 

Mugabe retains support from a layer of state 
bureaucrats, army officers and political cronies. 
And ZANU-PF still has roots among the Zim- 
babwean masses, gained in the guerrilla struggle 
for independence and maintained over two decades 
through state support and media manipulation. 
It still has 147 out of 150 seats in the parlia- 
ment. Mugabe has bought the continued support 
of the military, civil servants, community chiefs 
and MPs by printing money and awarding 300 per 
cent pay rises, further fuelling inflation. 

But opposition is becoming more widespread. 
The main opposition comes from the new 
party, the Movement for Democratic Change 
(MDC), which is led by the trade unions. Leaders 
of the Zimbabwe Congress of Trade Unions 
(ZCTU) hold the key posts in this movement. 

Miners’ leader Morgan Tsvangirai has now been 
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confirmed as president of the new party. As we 
reported last October (WP 237), the MDC is a coali- 
tion of trade unions, church and civil rights 
groups, but has working class organisations and 
support at its heart. There is, however, a real dan- 
ger that pressure from the international and Zim- 
babwean bosses will turn it into a safe alternative 
party for capitalism in Zimbabwe. 

Worker militants and 
students have taken the 
lead so far in opposing 
Mugabe, courageously 
launching strikes and 
protests over the last two 
years. But now it is clear 
that global multination- 
als and their representa- 
tives in the IMF are eager 


the wings seeking to 
extend its influence. 

The global capitalist vultures have their own 
version of what has gone wrong in Zimbabwe. They 
argue that the heart of the problem lies in the high 
element of state control of the economy. This 
has prevented the “freeing up” of the economy, 
as well as encouraging corruption and cronyism. 

For instance, Zimbabwe economist John 
Robertson, has been accusing the government 
of “fiscal profligacy” (too much state spending) 
and continuing state ownership which harms 
investment. According to Robertsoh and others 
like him, experimenting with “social engineer- 
ing” — i.e. not simply doing what the multina- 
tionals want — means that the economy has with- 
ered and stunted job creation. Mugabe stands 
accused of allowing policies to be “driven by polit- 
ical ideology instead of economic reality”. 


Mugabe wants to 
bribe his way 
to a ZANU-PF 

Wrica too waiting in DICLOYY at the polls 


This is the same old neo-liberal rubbish we 
have heard for decades. What it really means is 
that international investors and the local boss- 
es would like to see more opportunities for them 
and their cronies to cream off profits, as opposed 
to government bureaucrats! 

The IMF has been putting heavy pressure on 
Mugabe to cut the budget deficit and external 

debt. The Zimbabwean 
~ government is currently 
operating without an IMF 
programme, having failed 
to meet set targets. It has 
a total of US$4.5 billion 
external debt, mostly owed 
by the government. This 
means it will be difficult 
to raise further loans from 
member countries of the 
“Paris Club” of interna- 
tional banks. The govern- 
ment has told the IMF that it will not be able to 
meet targets for reducing the budget deficit until 
after the elections, planned for April. 

Mugabe wants to bribe his way to a ZANU-PF 
victory at the polls and, at the same time, state 
institutions have been calling on government 
guarantees when unable to meet their own repay- 
ments. 

The big imperialist powers want to see change 
— not because they are eager for a fairer deal for 
Zimbabweans but because they are anxious to see 
an end to the old restrictions on investment. It 
is not in their interests to let a country like 
Zimbabwe, with relatively high levels of indus- 
trial development, compared to the rest of Africa, 
and with many valuable raw materials, sink 
into chaos and poverty. 

Already South African President Thabo Mbeki 


has offered “help”. Mbeki has suggested that 
South Africa could negotiate on Zimbabwe’s 
behalf with the IMF and the World Bank “in the 
context of ensuring regional peace and stabili- 
ty”. Another option would be to issue a Zimbab- 
wean rand-denomination bond. Meanwhile the 
South African oil and gas company SASOL has 
signed. a deal with Zimbabwe. 

In order to affect change, the international 
lenders and investors know they have to support 
increased democracy and a degree of political 
clean-up. The strength of the Zimbabwean work- 
ing class means they cannot simply impose a new 
pro-imperialist debt package. 

They would rather a new “clean” party with 
popular support, and backing from the South 
African ANC, do their dirty work for them. Here 
lies the greatest danger for the MDC. 

The international press has been making pos- 
itive noises about the MDC and its social demo- 
cratic economic programme. Big business can 
potentially deal with Morgan Tsvangirai, who told 
the MDC January rally in Harare: 

“We are for a market economy, but not an 
unbridled market. The market has a social respon- 
sibility, especially because of the poverty and 
degradation in our country.” 

The danger for the Zimbabwean masses then, 
is that they will exchange a corrupt form of 
capitalism for a kind of African “Third Way”. 

Despite promises of redistributive mea- 
sures, once the IMF gets its way there will be fur- 
ther cutbacks on social programmes, no chance 
of serious land reform, more restrictions on edu- 
cation and health provision. 

There is an alternative to all this. The real 
problem with the Mugabe government, from the 
point of view of workers and peasants, was not 
that it was too radical but that it was not radical 
enough. It failed to redistribute land, it ran indus- 
try in the interests of the bosses and bureaucrats, 
it excluded the masses from political power. - 

In the mobilisations over the next few months, 
socialists should argue for workers’ action against 
the existing regime, and fight for a revolution- 
ary programme for a real workers’ government, 
based on and accountable to the base organisa- 
tions of the workers and poor peasants and com- 
mitted to the revolutionary destruction of capi- 
talism in Zimbabwe. 

Central to such a government's programme 
will be the fight to cancel all Zimbabwe’s foreign 
debt, nationalisation of the land, an end the war 
in Congo, and for democratic planning and work- 
ers’ control over all Zimbabwe’s industries. 





Car workers strike against union suspensions 





On 20 February, a mass meeting of South African car workers 
agreed to fight for the unconditional reinstatement of all workers 
at the Volkswagen plant in Uitenhage. This followed a strike in 
January against the suspension of 13 shop stewards by their trade 
union, National Union Metalworkers of South Africa (Numsa). 

Numsa refused to defend the militants when they were sacked 
by VW after they had led a strike last year against worsening con- 
ditions. In February, Numsa officals signed two further agreements 
with VW for the return to work of more than 3,500 workers 
under worse conditions. VW had threatened to transfer production 
from the plant unless Numsa “takes control” of its own members. 

The dispute came on the eve of the conference of Cosatu, the 
South African trade union federation. Despite threatening a one 
day general strike on 4 May, the Cosatu leaders are trying to head 
off militancy and are preparing an agreement with multination- 
als that will remove various obstacles to profiteering. 
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Car workers at Daimler-Chrysler in Germany have linked up 
with engineering trade unionists in Serbia to issue this statement 
of solidarity with the Numsa militants. Get your union to endorse 
it and send messages of support to: 

wivl@sn.apc.org 


Solidarity with South African Volkswagen workers 

“Your struggle against worsening conditions at 
work is a just struggle. 

We condemn the lock outs and sackings of workers 
and shop stewards. All workers and shop stewards 
must be reinstated! 

We cail on Numsa, IG Metall at VW [in Germany], 
and all other trade unions that represent workers on 
VW sites, to support these demands. Lock outs - 
and the sacking of striking workers and their trade 


union representatives are an attack on all VW 
employees and on all who work in the automobile 
industry throughout the world. 

The old slogan of the South African trade union 
movement ‘An injury to one is an injury to all!’ applies 
throughout the global automobile industry. 

With relation to the behaviour of the national 
officers of Numsa, we have this to say: in no 
circumstances should internal conflicts within the 
union be solved with the help of the employers. Only 
the members have the right to choose their 
representatives! In the end, only the workers can 
decide to strike or to end a strike. 

We call on all trade unionists in the automobile and 
transport industry to support the struggle of workers 
and trade unionists at VW South Africa.” 
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At a meeting in Prague in January representatives of the Molodiye Revolutsioniye Marksisty 
(Young Revolutionary Marxists - MRM) from Ukraine and of the League for a Revolutionary 
Communist International (LRCI) agreed the following declaration of fraternal relations. 


HE MOLODIYE Revolutsioniye Marksisty 

(MRM) was founded in 1992 as the 

Ukrainian working class emerged from its 
domination by Stalinism inside the USSR. Orig- 
inating as a circle of independent revolutionary 
Marxists, the MRM discovered by their own 
efforts the vitality of Leon Trotsky’s revolution- 
ary critique of Stalin’s counter-revolution in the 
USSR and its legacy in a degenerated workers’ 
state. 

Through its experience in the workers’ and 
student movement in the Ukraine, the MRM saw 
the hopeless parliamentary cretinism and oppor- 
tunist entrism of the Committee for a Workers 
International as well as the grotesque pro-Stal- 
inism of the Spartacists (ICL) and its offshoots 
in the International Bolshevik Tendency. 

Because of this experience, the MRM is deter- 
mined to break with national isolation and to par- 
ticipate in the active building of a revolutionary 
Leninist-Trotskyist International. Since the 
autumn of 1999 the MRM has been in contact 
with the LRCI and has begun to study its pro- 
gramme — the Trotskyist Manifesto (TM) —and 
other publications. 

The LRCI was founded in 1989 and has 
sections in Britain, Ireland, Germany, France, 
Sweden, Austria, Czech Republic, Australia 
and New Zealand. It has re-elaborated the rev- 
olutionary programme and fights for the 
building of an authentic, orthodox Trotskyist 
International. It sees Eastern Europe as a strate- 
gic region in the coming period of intensifying 
class struggle and will therefore support the 
building of revolutionary organisations in these 
countries. It also sees its work in Eastern Europe 
as an opportunity to assimilate the important 
experiences of the new workers’ movement 
and to help the international workers’ move- 
ment to learn from them. 

The MRM and LRCI are convinced that the 
struggle for a new revolutionary International is 
the most urgent task for the international work- 
ing class. Therefore the MRM and LRCI will make 
it a priority to undertake a serious study of each 
others’ positions, to initiate privileged and 
confidential discussion and practical co-opera- 
tion with the aim of reaching a principled pro- 
grammatic agreement as soon as possible and to 
fuse their organisations into a united Interna- 
_ tional based on the principles of Marx, Lenin and 
Trotsky. 

To reach this goal, and to clarify program- 
matic agreement, a systematic and serious dis- 
cussion from both sides will be necessary. The 
LRCI will discuss MRM publications and posi- 
tions. All members of the MRM will read and dis- 
cuss the Trotskyist Manifesto and, if possible, 
other Russian language publications of the LRCI. 
The MRM will send the LRCI its opinion of the 
Trotskyist Manifesto. It will also discuss Chapter 
5 of the Manifesto (dealing with Eastern Europe 
and Stalinism) and organise the translation of 
selected LRCI material for its members. 

The MRM and LRCI will exchange letters 
where we comment on each other’s positions. 
The letters and a selected set of publications 
will be made available to all members and sup- 
porters of the MRM and LRCI. The two organi- 
sations will also discuss a common declaration 
on the coming class struggles in Ukraine — par- 
ticularly on the coming referendum and Ukraine 
president Kuchma’s attempted plebiscite putsch. 
The MRM will write an article on the state of cap- 
italist restoration in Ukraine and its political analy- 
sis for publication in LRCI journals and papers. 
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The LRCI will give the MRM its advice on the draft 
of a revolutionary Action Programme for the 
Ukraine. 

The discussion already undertaken reveals 
several areas of agreement: 

M We agree on the revolutionary strategy 
and tactics in the war in Chechnya. 

@ That only a socialist revolution of the 
armed working class — and not a parliamentary 
and peaceful reform — can overthrow capital- 
ism and Stalinism. Only revolution can lead to 
the power of the working class, which takes the 
form of a workers’ self-government based on 
workers’ councils. 

@ That the struggle for workers’ control in 
the enterprises plays an important role in revo- 
lutionary strategy. 

@ That revolutionary organisations can only 
be built on the basis of democratic centralism 
and as part of an international tendency. 

@ That Marxists have to participate in elec- 
tions for bourgeois parliaments and — if they 
are too weak to stand their own candidates — to 
employ the tactic of critical support for bourgeois 
workers’ parties — traditional left parties of 
Stalinist and social democratic coloration —which 
is a form of the united front with reformist and 
centrist forces. 

@ That reformism — Stalinism and social 
democracy — is a counter-revolutionary force 
which has and will always betray the working 
class and therefore revolutionaries have to 
warn workers against the betrayal but at the same 
time put demands on the reformist leaders. 

@ That it can be legitimate as a tactic to build 
revolutionary fractions inside reformist parties 
which fight against the party bureaucracy on 
an open revolutionary programme and which try 
to break workers from this leadership. 

@ That Marxists had to oppose the Yanaev 
coup in Russia in August 1991 and had to criti- 
cally support those forces who fought against it 
— even if they were under the reactionary lead- 
ership of Boris Yeltsin. 

M@ that the working class must fight against 
the bureaucracy in the unions and build revo- 
lutionary fractions and a rank and file movement 
inside the unions. The goal of revolutionaries is 
to win workers and the unions to a revolution- 
ary action programme. 

The discussion in the coming months should 
test if there are any serious disagreements 
between the two organisations. In particular, we 
will study and discuss our understanding of the 
national question —in principle and as applied to 
the Ukraine past and present. We will also dis- 
cuss the present day character of the Ukraine 
economy, the situation of women in Ukraine and 
strategies to fight against women’s oppression, 
and the concrete class character of Stalinist par- 
ties in Ukraine. 

Concerning the tasks of revolutionaries faced 
with the 16 April 2000 referendum in Ukraine 
initiated by President Kuchma, the MRM and 
LRCI agree that the referendum has the follow- 
ing goals: 

i) to destroy the power of parliament and even- 
tually to dissolve it so as to engineer the election 
of a pro-Kuchma parliament; 

ii) to change the constitution so as to con- 
centrate more power in the hands of the Presi- 
dent which would represent a strengthening of 
his bonapartist role; 

lii) to fulfil the dictats of the IMF and to accel- 
erate capitalist restoration, as it is already set out 
in the constitution; and 


~The MRM and 
LRCI are 
convinced that 
the struggle for 
ad rieWw 
revolutionary 
International ts 
the most urgent 
task for the 
international 
working class 
iv) the reduction of the political, economic 
and social rights of Ukraine citizens. 
A victory for Kuchma at the referendum would 
mark an important step from the present day 
bourgeois democratic system to an open bour- 


geois bonapartist dictatorship which would be 
an enormous setback for the All-Ukraine work- 


Ing class. 


Given this the tasks of revolutionaries are: 

@ The organisation of a mass movement 
against Kuchma’s referendum. We call for the 
organisation of self-defence squads to protect the 
parliament from dispersal or closure. 

@ To demand from the mass reformist par- 
ties, the official and independent trade unions 
and workers’ strike comities to organise an All- 
Ukraine mass protest strike. 

HM To vote No in the referendum. 

@ To fight for the election of a Constituent 
[Constitutional] Assembly. Militant workers 
should fight for the adoption of a new constitu- 
tion based on the principles of working class 
power. 

@ To fight for the workers’ self-govern- 
ment in the factories, plants, enterprises and the 
organs of state power. 

@ To fight for a government which is elect- 
ed by delegates of workers’ councils. 

@ To fight for the socialist revolution. 

Concerning the agrarian question in Ukraine 
and Kuchma’s attack on collective land owner- 
ship we agree on the following points. 

In April 2000 the privatisation of agricultur- 
al collectives (Kolhoz) and agricultural state enter- 
prises (sovhoz) will begin as a result of a decree 
by Kuchma which is in turn dictated by the 
IMF. Kolhoz and Sovhoz will be sold together 
with the land held by them — mainly to multi- 
national enterprises. 

The privatisation of land marks an important 
step in the final establishment of capitalist prop- 


erty relations in Ukraine. If the kovhoz and sovhoz 
are privatised the majority of their members 
would either become unemployed or will be forced 
to work for a minimum wage for the new bour- 
geois Class. 

Therefore: we vehemently oppose the pri- 
vatisation of land; we call on all workers’ parties 
and organisations, plus the Peasant Party of 
Alexandre Tkachenko, to organise mass protest 
actions against the privatisation of land and the 
IMF decrees. They must also oppose unam- 
biguously Kuchma’s decree in parliament and 
vote for a bill against this decree. 

Similarly, we call on all workers’ parties and 
organisations to stop the privatisation of the 
large, strategic state owned enterprises — 
mainly by mass actions but also by legislation or 
the enforcing of a referendum. We agree to 
participate in the organising committee set up 
by the left parties which will try to organise an 
alternative referendum calling for the aboli- 
tion of the Presidency, a halt to land privatisa- 
tion and the privatisation of the state owned 
enterprises, and for the convening of a con- 
stituent assembly. 

To accelerate the discussion between the MRM 
and the LRCI, the latter will send a delegation 
to Kiev this spring. This will give the LRCI the 
opportunity to meet the members and support- 
ers of the MRM and also some militant workers’ 
leaders with whom MRM is in contact, We also 
agree to collaborate in practical fields — in par- 
ticular in the campaign against the IMF which 
will culminate in common protest actions in Sep- 
tember 2000. The MRM will try to rally support 
for this campaign in the Ukraine workers’ move- 
ment and to organise actions in Kiev and - if pos- 
sible — other cities on the same day as the anti- 
IMF demonstration in Prague. 

The MRM and SOP — the Czech section of the 
LRCI — will issue a common declaration against 
the racist super-exploitation and harassment by 
the Czech state of Ukraine immigrants and 
consider concrete activities in this field. The MRM 
will also inform the LRCI about practical needs 
of the new independent workers’ movement in 
Ukraine and for which purposes it is most useful 
to call on the Western workers’ movement for 
donations. 

The LRCI will assist the MRM in organising 
literature from Leon Trotsky in the Russian 
language. The LRCI in Europe will call for dona- 
tions for the MRM to assist the purchase the nec- 
essary equipment for the establishment of a 
revolutionary publication in Ukraine. 

Asa result of the fruitful discussions and con- 
vinced of the need and actual possibility of a 
fusion, we announce here, with this declaration, 
the establishment of fraternal relatidns between 
the MRM and the LRCI. 

The representatives of the MRM will propose 
to its membership to change the name of the 
group to Workers Power/MRM. 


M@ Long live the struggle for the proletarian 
revolution in Ukraine! 

@ Long live the international struggle for 
World Revolution! 

M@ Forward together in the building ofa 
revolutionary party in Ukraine and the 
Leninist-Trotskyist International! 


Prague, 24.1.2000 


NB Subsequent to this declaration the MRM 
changed their name to Robitnychya Viad/MRM. 
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HOW SHOULD revolutionary social- 
ists act in parliament? Should we risk 
legitimising powerless legislative bod- 
ies? And how do we stop the workers’ 
MPs from being corrupted in the boss- 
es’ parliaments? These were some of 
the problems faced by the Bolsheviks 
before the First World War. 

After the 1905 revolution in Russia 
was defeated, the Tsar established a 
“Duma” (parliament). The Russian 
socialists had been split between Bol- 
shevik (revolutionary) and Menshevik 
(moderate) wings, but were temporar- 
ily reunited at this point. 

Should the Russian Social Democ- 
ratic Labour Party (RSDLP) stand can- 
didates and participate in the Duma? 
Previously they had boycotted the pro- 
posed Duma in favour of a revolution- 
ary government based on the workers’ 
councils (soviets) that grew up during 
1905. But by the time the 1906 Duma 
was convened the soviets had been 
smashed, and the workers’ movement 
had suffered a serious defeat. 

The Tsar felt confident enough to dis- 
miss the first Duma within a few 
months, considering its liberal capi- 
talist majority (the Constitutional- 
Democrats or “Cadets”) too radical after 
they clashed with the nobility over land 
reform. The second Duma lasted a little 
longer, it too was dissolved in June 1907. 

By then a period of reaction was in 
full swing. Stolypin, the Tsar’s chief min- 
ister, presided over a third Duma whose 
electoral system was designed to ensure 
the radical demands of workers and peas- 
ants found no voice in the assembly. It 
was dominated by outright proto-fas- 
cists, the so called “Black Hundred” 
pogrom politicians. 

The Bolsheviks boycotted the 1905 
Duma. The Stockholm unity Congress 
of 1906, where there was a Menshevik 
majority, decided to stand candidates for 
the second Duma and 12 Mensheviks 
and 11 Bolsheviks were elected. When 
it was dissolved, the RSDLP fraction was 
arrested and put on trial: many of the 
MPs went straight into prison camps. 

The Bolshevik faction of the RSDLP 
had submitted to the decision of the 
Stockholm Congress, but “unity” could 
not disguise the deep differences 
between the two factions of the united 
party. By 1906 the Mensheviks believed 
the revolution had been smashed and 
that Russia had embarked on the road 
to aconstitutional monarchy. They wel- 
comed the Cadet majority, and called 
for “responsible government” —1.e. a 
constitutional monarchy. 

The Bolsheviks had a very different 
perspective. They recognised that the 
workers had suffered a serious defeat, 
but realised 1905 had been just the first 
engagement with the enemy. They 
expected a new revolutionary upsurge 
following on the heels of 1905. When 
this upsurge failed to materialise, and 
the Stolypin “coup” took place in 
1907, divisions started to appear with- 
in the Bolsheviks. 

The majority around Alexander Bog- 
danov wanted to withdraw from the 
Duma and boycott the elections. Lenin 
opposed this. He recognised that Rus- 
sia was moving into a different period, 
when the workers would be on the 
defensive for a considerable period. 
Lenin said every method of struggle, 
legal and illegal, had to be used to reach 
the largest number of workers. As he 
put it in debate with Bogdanov: the third 
Duma is a “cowshed”, but if it was in the 
interests of the workers to spend time 

in it, the Bolsheviks would. 

Lenin had no illusions in the Men- 
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eviks and election 


_ As socialists prepare to stand against New Labour at the polls, John McKee looks at what we can 
learn from the Bolsheviks in the Tsarist “Duma” 


Peter Stolypin 


sheviks’ approach to the Duma, but at 
the 1907 Fourth Congress he blocked 
with them to defeat Bogdanov’s call 
for a boycott. Lenin’s own proposal to 
take part in the Duma in a revolution- 
ary way was only passed with Menshe- 
vik support, with the majority of Bol- 
sheviks voting against. Lenin gradually 
won the majority for his position and in 
1909 the Bogdanov group was expelled. 

The third and fourth Dumas ran their 
full terms. Between 1907 and 1914 the 
Bolsheviks had a continuous presence 
in the parliament, first in a united Social 
Democratic fraction with the Menshe- 
viks, then — from 1913 — as a separate 
Bolshevik fraction. The two Dumas cov- 
ered very different periods. 

The period 1907 to 1912 was a peri- 
od of demoralisation among the work- 
ing class. The gains made in wages and 
conditions during 1905 were eroded. 
The employers used the blacklist to drive 
out militant workers from the factories: 
the lock-out became a chosen weapon 
to break strikes and the unions. 

The workers’ organisations func- 
tioned in semi-legality: trade unions 
were regularly dissolved, and the 
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secret 


police worked hand-in-glove with the 
bosses to imprison active militants. 

The RSDLP was an illegal organisa- 
tion whose leadership functioned 
abroad. Its underground organisation 
suffered badly from repression, deser- 
tions and splits after 1907. Zinoviev, one 
of a later generation of leaders, could 
talk of the (Bolshevik) party being in a 
state of disintegration by 1909 and hav- 
ing to be “rebuilt” from the bottom 
up. 
The early revival of the workers’ 
movement coincided with elections for 
the fourth Duma in 1912. A massacre of 
miners on strike in the Lena Gold- 
fields of Siberia set off a wave of protest 
strikes in both St Petersburg and 
Moscow. 

Pravda was launched at this time 
as a daily paper. Officially it had no con- 
nection with the Bolsheviks. The edi- 
tors were constantly fined; many of its 
issues seized by the censor; its offices 
were raided and searched. But it 
remained the most powerful weapon and 
organising focus for the Bolsheviks —a 
workers’ paper whose circulation 
reached 140,000 by 1914. Pravda worked 
closely with the Bolshevik deputies, at 
one point Badayev, elected to the Duma 
in 1912, was also its publisher. 

One of the advantages of having rev- 
olutionary MPs in the Duma was that 


their speeches could be legally published — 


in Pravda and as leaflets. As the MPs also 
had immunity from prosecution, unlike 
other Social Democratic workers, they 
could not be arrested for making 
“inflammatory speeches”. The Bolshe- 
vik MPs made full use of this immuni- 
ty while it lasted. 

Strict party discipline was enforced 
to make sure the MPs did not get cor- 
rupted by the privileges they enjoyed 
and the plush surroundings of the 
Duma. For revolutionaries, the parlia- 
mentary group is not the party leader- 
ship but a unit of the party under the 
control of the wider membership. 

Lenin compared the arrangement to 
an army command structure: “A par- 
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liamentary group is not a general staff 
but rather a unit of trumpeters in one 
case, or a reconnaissance unit in anoth- 
er.” 

The elections of 1912 showed the 
growing strength of the Bolsheviks. The 
Duma electoral system was designed to 
ensure an overwhelming majority for 
the ruling landlords and capitalists. 
Those who were entitled to vote were 
divided into four separate electoral 
sroups known as “curiae”: landowners, 
urban middle class, peasants and work- 
ers. 
Just like the MPs in Tony Blair’s elec- 
toral college, the vote of a landlord 
was worth 45 times that of a worker! 
Elections were indirect. The workers, 
for example, had to elect representatives 
from their factories, these had to meet 
to elect “electors”, then the electors were 
sent to the electoral colleges, where all 
four groups sat. 

It was these colleges that elected the 
deputies! The workers were only guar- 
anteed six deputies in the whole par- 
liament. The names of Bolshevik can- 
didates could only be released a day or 
so before a vote, to prevent them being 
arrested or sacked. Despite this, all the 
candidates put forward to the electoral 
colleges from the workers’ curiae were 
Bolsheviks. | 

Inastraight fight with the Menshe- 
viks, the Bolsheviks swept the board — 
four metal workers and two textile work- 
ers formed the Bolshevik “six” in the 
1912 Duma. The Mensheviks had six 
MPs — largely elected from rural areas 
on a platform of opposing national 
oppression in the Tsarist empire. The 
real expression of workers’ anger was 
funnelled through the Bolsheviks. 

The Bolsheviks put forward three key 
demands at this period; the democrat- 
ic republic, the eight-hour day and the 
confiscation of the landed estates. This 
was a programme for the destruction of 
the tsarist regime based on a revolu- 
tionary solution to the land question. 

In addition to the three strategic 
demands, the Bolsheviks argued for a 
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whole series of partial reforms: freedom 
of assembly, freedom for trade unions 
to organise, freedom of speech. But 
the Mensheviks raised only these par- 
tial demands — not the full programme 
of revolutionary democracy. Instead of 
winning them votes, as they expected, 
the Mensheviks’ half-hearted reformist 
programme lost them support among 
militant workers. 

The Mensheviks’ increasing 
reformism was reflected in the rela- 
tionship of MPs to the party member- 
ship. They saw their MPs as “above” the 
party. Their leader, Chkheidze, refused 
to attend a party conference to defend 
his tendency to ignore party policy in 
the Duma. 

Being a revolutionary delegate in a 
reactionary parliament was no easy mat- 
ter for workers elected straight from the 
shop floor. Badayev in his book, Bol- 
sheviks in the Tsarist Duma, talks of the 
nervousness they felt when they had 
to speak: 

“Bach of us experienced great diffi- 
culty when making his first speech in 
the home of the Tsarist autocracy. It was 
a great strain to talk down the howling 
of the Black Hundreds, to fight against 
the continual interruption of the chair- 
man, and, having described the politi- 
cal and economic enslavement of the 
working class, to challenge its oppres- 
sors,” | 

Lenin summed up the difference 
between the future of the workers’ 
representatives and the other parlia- 
mentarians: “Some leave the Duma ros- 
trum to become ministers, others, work- 
ers’ deputies, to become convicts.” 

The Bolsheviks used parliamentary 
procedure to the full to make the case 
for revolutionary socialist politics: they 
put questions to ministers, they framed 
Bills that had no chance of being passed. 
That was because they understood 
that the Duma — like all capitalist par- 
liaments — could not change much: it 
had to be used as a soapbox to address 
wide layers of the working class. 

In April 1914 the deputies brought 
the Duma to a standstill by obstruct- 
ing the budget. Each deputy was expelled 
from the chamber, but only after defend- 
ing themselves at length and having to 
be physically removed by Duma guards. 
Outside, Pravda organised strikes and 
demonstrations in their support. 

The MPs regularly formed the organ- 
ising centre for collections for strik- 
ers. Using their immunity, the MPs 
would regularly address the strikers, 
demand to see and protest to the man- 
agement, and denounce the police to 
their faces for their brutality. 

Not surprisingly, this activity focused 
the hatred of the tsarist regime on the 
Bolshevik fraction. Within weeks of the 
outbreak of war in 1914 the police raid- 
ed an underground Bolshevik confer- 
ence and agrested the five remaining 
Bolshevik deputies. They were stripped 
of their immunity and charged with trea- 
son, having in their possession the Bol- 
shevik declaration against the imperi- 
alist world war. All were sentenced to 
hard labour terms in Siberia, terms 
which were mercifully cut short by the 
outbreak of the 1917 February revolu- 
tion. 

But the experience of these Bolshe- 
viks proved invaluable. Their work 
demonstrated how revolutionaries could 
use elections and parliaments to advance 
the cause of the working class without 
for one minute spreading the illusion 
that parliaments or elections to them 

were the real means of securing last- 
ing victory for that cause. 
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_| THERE IS massive inequality between rich and poor 
_ countries. The world’s. richest 350 people, with com- 
__ bined assets of $762 billion, own more than the annu- 
_ al incomes of the world’s poorest two billion people. 


The G7 countries — the richest and most industri- 


alised powers — effectively rule the world: they dominate 
_ the economy and can dictate all key political decisions 


: to the governments of the poorest countries. 


In turn, the tiny elites that run the Third World coun- 


: tries collaborate with the wishes of the world’s banks and 


| businesses. These elites are agents of western exploita- 
_ tion, taking their “cut” from the proceeds, and presid- 
_ ing over a variety of undemocratic and even dictatorial 


regimes supported by their rich western backers. 


Marxists call these countries semi colonies and the 


_ system imperialism. The existence of semi colonies, dom- 


_ inated economically by the rich countries but formally 
© politically independent, means that the fight for 


_ socialism in these countries has to overcome even big- 
§ ger obstacles than in developed countries. 


This is because to build a socialist society, econom- 
ic development is needed: you cannot get rid of pover- 


: ty, illiteracy and epidemics without roads, electricity and 
| computers. So in the Third World, the working class is 
not just faced with the task of taking over and running™ 


the modern economy — it has to unblock the path to 
economic development. 

It has to combine the fight for socialism with the fight 
for political democracy, an agrarian revolution and 
real national independence. The Marxist strategy for 
achieving this has been labelled “permanent revolution” 
—after a slogan coined by Trotsky during the 1905 Russ- 
ian Revolution (see WP 237). 

What Trotsky meant by the word permanent is a rev- 
olution that does not stop at winning democracy, land 


_ and national liberation but combines that with the fight 
_ for socialism and working class political power. Because 
_ of the structure of global capitalism even basic rights 
| that we take for granted in the west — like real national 
_ independence and parliamentary democracy — cannot 
_ bewon without a workers’ government. 


But in many Third World countries, the economic 
backwardness inflicted by global imperialism means the 
working class is a minority among the exploited popu- 
lation. Alongside the factory, mine and office workers, 
who earn their living from wages there are: 

M The peasants, who own small farms and partially 
subsist on their own crops and on seasonal labour on a 
big estate and in the worst cases are forced into semi- 


_ slavery to pay off debts to landlords. 


M The shantytown dwellers, who live on the edges 


_ ofbig cities and generally live on small trading and hand- 


M@ The urban middle class from traditional shop- 


: keepers to self-employed “professionals” who generally 


__ have to battle alongside the rest of the urban poor to 
_ earna living. 


The workers can’t ignore the struggles of these 


| oppressed and exploited masses, but they will often have 
_ different immediate grievances and goals. Above all, the 
_ political expression of resistance by the peasants, 


: shanty town-dwellers and middle classes will often be 


_ led by small businessmen or professionals (and even cler- 


ics) who genuinely want to free the country from 
a imperialism but do not want socialism. 


The classic programme of bourgeois nationalism 


il The fight for democracy and the rule of ae ~ 


_— dictatorship, arbitrary arrest and torture etc. 


@ The fight for national self determination — against 


: foreign domination or occupation. 


@ The fight for land rights — against the remains 


/ of the feudal landowning class in some countries — or 
: against the large ee estate farmers in others. 
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A BEGINNER’S GUIDE TO REVOLUTIONARY SOCIALISM 


The revolution in 
the third worid 


| Globalisation strangles the Third World, but how can the working class of the poorest countries 
' come to the head of the struggle against it? Colin Lloyd explains the theory of permanent revolution 





@ Historically, the 
bourgeoisie led the 
democratic, national 
and agrarian 
struggie. But the 
bourgeoisie has 
retreated from 
fighting for these 
demands and now act 
as agents of 
imperialism in the 
semi-colonies. 


@ Since the second 
world war, it has 
been the middle 
these movements 
have been able to 
achieve political 
independence, third 
world countries are 
still subordinated to 
imperialist powers. 


To achieve even 
these bourgeois 
demands, the 
working class must 
destroy the capitalist 
system. it must 
combine the fight for 
socialism with the 
fight for political 
democracy, an 
agrarian revolution, 
and real national 
independence. This is 
permanent 
revolution. 
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Historically, Marxists called these bourgeois ques- 
tions: not to belittle them, but because the democrat- 
ic, national and agrarian struggle had been led, in 19th 
century Europe, by the rising bourgeoisie (capitalist 
class). 

On their own, national freedom, parliament, and 
agrarian revolution will not bring socialism. They would 
not even begin to allow a country like Haiti to develop 
a modern industrial economy. To really free Third World 
countries from the grip of imperialism you have to con- 
fiscate the property of the imperialists and their cronies 
among the elites who currently run the Third World. 
You have to cancel the debts. And you have to spread the 
revolution. 

Because of this, the “national” bourgeoisie of the 
Third World countries has increasingly retreated from 
the struggle against imperialism. The bigger the work- 
ing class became, the more the capitalists backed off from 
any notion of anti-imperialist revolution. 

Early this century, some Third World capitalists were 
forced by the masses into starting a struggle — for exam- 
ple Kemal Ataturk’s revolution in Turkey, or Chiang Kai 
Shek in China. Today, most Third World capitalists are 
content to take a small cut of the profits of the imperi- 
alist, through the stocks and shares system. 

So after World War II it was generally the middle 
classes that led the anti-imperialist revolts. 

Anti-imperialist struggles such as the Nicaraguan 
revolution of 1979, democratic revolts like the strug- 
gle to bring down the Suharto dictatorship in Indone- 
sia, and land struggles such as those in Colombia or 
Brazil in the 1990s all necessitate an alliance between 
the workers, the peasants and the urban poor. Often this 
alliance starts out being led by middle class parties and 
even maverick capitalist politicians: the Chavez gov- 
ernment in Venezuela is a good example. 

But for these movements to win —to end up with any- 
thing other than replacing one local elite with another 
—the working class must come to the head of the alliance 
and win the battle to combine socialist goals and social- 
ist methods with the tasks of the democratic revolution. 

Generally, revolutionary socialists are faced with the 
following objections. 

The middle class will argue that, to keep the anti- 
imperialist alliance together, there must be no raising 
of socialist demands. They will want to win friends in lib- 
eral Western regimes. They will want to get rid of for- 
eign multinationals only to take over the local firms 
themselves. They will want democracy like Britain or 
the USA where behind the facade of parliament and 
courts, big business is the real ruler. 

Peasant politicians will generally argue for solutions 
that free rural labourers from debt, bonded labour and 
landlord’s rent and often for the setting up of subsidised 
co-operatives so that producers can have more economic 
clout in the world market. But they will stop short of 
saying: nationalise the banks and factories. 

The political differences between the middle class, 
the peasants and the workers will also lead to differences 
over forms of struggle. The middle class will call mass 
demonstrations and even be forced into insurrection and 
war against the imperialists. But they will say: no strikes, 
no factory occupations, no land-grabs by the peasants. 
And they will, if the revolution succeeds, move swiftly 
to squash any independent organisations of workers’ 
power. | 

The peasants will seize land, burn the landlord's prop- 
erty and set up local governments. But the focus of their 
struggle will inevitably be the countryside: this is what 
explains the prevalence of guerrilla tactics in peasant- 
dominated anti-imperialist struggles. 

The workers, in contrast, are the only class that can 
ensure the victory of the anti-imperialist struggle because: 


@ They are the only class with the ability to take over 
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society and run it democratically. They are the only class _ 
without any property and therefore have to fight fora 
classless, propertyless society. : 

@ Only by attacking the capitalist profit system, replac- 
ing it with state ownership and democratic planning, © 
can imperialism be defeated. Q 

However, even within the workers’ movement © 
there has been strong resistance to the idea that the © 
workers should lead the anti-imperialist struggle and © 
transform it into a socialist revolution. Not just fromthe ~ 
equivalents of Tony Blair in the Third World labour move- © 
ments but the Stalinist parties, as well, have always argued = 
for a two stage revolution. 

The Stalinists argue that first, we fight for democ- © 
racy and national liberation and after that socialism. 
Because the first stage will be bourgeois democratic, say © 


the Stalinists, the national bourgeoisie must be inthe 


alliance. So anything that frightens them away, like fight- 
ing for socialism, must be banned. 

But every time this has been tried—fromthe Chinese © 
revolution of 1927, through the Spanish revolutionin = 
1936-7, to the Iranian and Nicaraguan revolutions ofthe = 
1970s or Indonesia today — it ends in bloody failure. = | 

It ends up with the workers being forced to support 
the “anti-imperialist” government run by the colonial 
bourgeoisie. It ends up with the workers voluntarily giv- = 
ing up the fight for their own interests. And, regularas © 
clockwork, the workers’ unions and parties are then © 
crushed and repressed by the new governments. : 

Instead of socialism being put off until after democ- | 
racy is achieved, not even the full democratic and nation- = 
al goals are achieved. The struggle in Zimbabwe start- © 
ed as an anti-imperialist revolution where the workers ~ 
were told to hold back on their economic demands: now 7 
the former guerrilla leaders are corrupt autocrats who | 
rule in the interests of the Western banks. : 

Closer to home there is Northern Ireland. The Stal- = 
inist-influenced Sinn Fein leaders persistently refused © 


to adopt working class methods and socialist goals as © 


part of the anti-imperialist revolution. “Lets get rid of © 
the Brits first, before we start talking about workers’ rev- — 
olution” they used to say in the 1980s. They builta © 
pan-nationalist bloc with the Northern Ireland middle ~ 
class party, the SDLP, and the Irish bourgeois govern- — 
ment in the south. And what did it deliver — the near © 
surrender of the IRA, the changing of the Irish consti- 
tution to renounce Eire’s claim on the North, and the ~ 
demobilisation of a mass struggle that 18,000 British _ 
troops could not stamp out. 

The working class in Third World countries hastobe — 
at the forefront of the democratic and national strug- 
gles. It has to build an alliance with the peasantry. It | 
must fight for nationalisation of the land, and give to © 
those who till it massive subsidies and modernisation 
programmes for agriculture, including collective and — 
co-operative farming. It must fight for full political 
democracy by advancing the slogan of the-Constituent _ 

Alongside the fight for democracy the workers and _ 


peasants must create their own democracy in the fac- ~ 


tories and fields: workers’ and peasants’ councils should = 
form the basic units of struggle and socialists fight for _ 
these to become the organs of the government that 7] 
replaces the pro-imperialist dictators and cronies. : 

Alongside the fight for national liberation must go = 
a rejection of nationalism. We need internationalism— = 
above all spreading the revolution and ensuring that © 


national or ethnic minorities in the Third World states : 


do not become the new oppressed once imperialism is 
chased away. : 

Anti-imperialist revolutions cannot hold onto power = 
or achieve much progress unless they are accompa- | 
nied by revolutions in the world’s rich countries. For us © 
it is yet another — for oe revolution. 
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workers |Build the action against global capitalism 





CAPITALISM is an anarchic and crisis-ridden 
economic system based on production for profit. 
We are for the expropriation of the capitalist class 
and the abolition of capitalism. We are for its 
replacement by socialist production planned to 
satisfy human need, Only the socialist revolution 
and the smashing of the capitalist state can achieve 
this goal. Only the working class, led by a 
revolutionary vanguard party and organised into 
workers’ councils and workers’ militia can lead 
such a revolution to victory and establish the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. There is no peaceful, 
parliamentary road to socialism. 


THE LABOUR PARTY is not a socialist party. It is 
a bourgeois workers’ party—bourgeois in its 
politics and its practice, but based on the working 
class via the trade unions and supported by the 
mass of workers at the polls. We are for the 
building of a revolutionary tendency in the Labour 
Party, in order to win workers within those 
organisations away from reformism and to the 
revolutionary party. 


THE TRADE UNIONS must be transformed by a 
rank and file movement to oust the reformist 
bureaucrats, to democratise the unions and win 
them to a revolutionary action programme based 
on a system of transitional demands which serve as 
a bridge between today’s struggles and the socialist 
revolution. Central to this is the fight for workers’ 
control of production.We are for the building of 
fighting organisations of the working class—factory 
committees, industrial unions, councils of action, 
and workers’ defence organisations. 


OCTOBER 1917: The Russian revolution 
established a workers’ state, But Stalin destroyed 
workers’ democracy and set about the reactionary 
and utopian project of building “socialism in one 
country”. In the USSR, and the other degenerate 
workers’ states that were established from above, 
capitalism was destroyed but the bureaucracy 
excluded the working class from power, blocking 
the road to democratic planning and socialism. The 
parasitic bureaucratic caste has led these states to 
crisis and destruction. We are for the smashing of 
bureaucratic tyranny through proletarian political 
revolution and the establishment of workers’ 
democracy. We oppose the restoration of capitalism 
and recognise that only workers’ revolution can 
defend the post-capitalist property relations. In 
times of war we unconditionally defend workers’ 
states against imperialism. Stalinism has 
consistently betrayed the working class. The 
Stalinist Communist Parties’ strategy of alliances 
with the bourgeoisie (popular fronts) and their 
stages theory of revolution have inflicted terrible 
defeats on the working class world-wide. These 
parties are reformist. 


SOCIAL OPPRESSION is an integral feature of 
capitalism systematically oppressing people on the 
basis of of race, age, sex, or sexual orientation. We 
are for the liberation of women and for the building 
of a working class women's movement, not an “all 
class” autonomous movement. We are for the 
liberation of all of the oppressed. We fight racism 
and fascism. We oppose all immigration controls. 
We fight for labour movement support for black 
self-defence against racist and state attacks. We are 
for no platform for fascists and for driving them out 
of the unions. 


IMPERIALISM is a world system which oppresses 
nations and prevents economic development in the 
vast majority of third world countries. We support 
the struggles of oppressed nationalities or countries 
against imperialism. We unconditionally support 
the Irish Republicans fighting to drive British 
troops out of Ireland. But against the politics of the 
bourgeois and petit-bourgeois nationalists, we fight 
for permanent revolution—working class leadership 
of the anti-imperialist struggle under the banner of 
socialism and internationalism. In conflicts 
between imperialist countries and semi-colonial 
countries, we are for the defeat of the imperialist 
army and the victory of the country oppressed and 
exploited by imperialism. We are for the immediate 
and unconditional withdrawal of British troops 
from Ireland. We fight imperialist war not with 
pacifist pleas but with militant class struggle 
methods including the forcible disarmament of 





VER THE past three years glob- 
al anger at international capital- 
ism and its institutions has been 


me growing. May Day 2000 could be one of 


the biggest protests yet. 

The roots of this anti-capitalist move- 
ment can be traced back to the Zapatistas 
of Mexico, who called a meeting of all 
those engaged in struggle throughout 


the world. A diverse range of groups 


attended from Indian peasant organi- 
sations to the Canadian postal workers, 


| leading to the formation of the People’s 


Global Action Movement. This called for 
world wide protests aimed at the face- 


| less and unaccountable organisations 


of the bosses — the International Mon- 
etary Fund (IMF), the World Trade 
Organisation (WTO) and the G8 (the 


| group of countries which dominate the 
| world economy. 


The first of these actions, in 1998, 
coincided with the G8 summit meeting 


| in Birmingham. Since then any major 


gathering of the capitalist organisations 
has been faced with a counter gather- 


| ing of environmentalists, anarchists, 
| trade unionists, socialists and others 


who are generally fed up with capital- 
ism; from the WTO in Geneva, through 
J18 in London, and culminating in the 


| riots in Seattle last November. 


“Where next after Seattle?”, has been 
a familiar question posed since last year’s 
events. The proposal by the Canadian 


| postal workers to reclaim May Day is the 


answer. 

Workers’ struggles in the late nine- 
teenth century and international soli- 
darity with those struggles led to May 


| Day becoming International Workers 


Day. 

Following the call from the Canadi- 
an workers organising groups have 
begun to spring up throughout the 


country, (in Manchester, Sheffield, Liv- 


erpool, Nottingham and Southampton) 
and internationally to build action for 
this year’s May Day. Much of the debate 


| has centred around where the focus of 
| the weekend's activities should lie. Many 
| are in favour of small local actions of a 


few hundred people taking place simul- 
taneously throughout the country. 
Howevgy, as the events in Seattle and 


| in London on 18 June proved, large 


national events can have a far bigger 
impact. It was not the actions of a few 


| hundred isolated individuals that caused 


the WTO talks to break down. It was the 
thousands of radical youth, trade union- 
ists, environmental activists and peas- 
ant and worker activists marching 
together against the damage wrought 


| against both people and the environ- 


ment by global capitalism. 


This is why it is crucial that we try to 
build a mass anti-capitalist action in 
Britain for May Day. The imagination 
and potential that exists has already been 
shown. In Sheffield, for example, around 
80 people have been attracted to the 
organising meetings which has sparked 
a level of political activity not seen in 
the city for years. Events prior to the day 
itself have been organised, such as an 
anti-privatisation rally, culminating in 
a festival against capitalism on the 29 
April. 

It is vital that this momentum is not 
lost. Local events can be used to build 
a huge gathering of anti-capitalist forces. 
Any national event (probably in London 


meeting in Prague in late September (23-28) to discuss how 
best to increase the exploitation and misery of the world’s 
poorest people. But this year their discussion will be 


interrupted. 


Socialists and activists from across Europe are gathering to 
show that wherever the bosses get together we'll be there to 
protest against them. Be there, make your voice heard. 

Contact Revolution on 0181 981 0602 if you are interested 


in coming to Prague. 


Further details on the events in Prague can be found at: 
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Get involved! Come to the organising meetings and demos 
London: Tuesday evenings; Arsenal Tavern 
Manchester: 6 March 7.30 pm; Friends Meeting House 


Day of workshops and discussion: 


8 April, 11 am; Friends Meeting House 


Sheffield: 7 March 7:30, 14 March 7:00: 
Mount Pleasant Community Centre, Sharrow Lane 
Anti CSL/ council privatisation demo: 7 March 12:30, Town Hall Steps 


where the main centres of political 


and economic power lie), must be organ- 
ised to ensure mass participation, rather 


than restricted to being the property 


of a small and self selected clique. Deci- 
sions such as that made by some anar- 
chist organisations, the Anarchist 
Federation and Solidarity, to exclude 
certain groups (such as Revolution, the 
socialist youth organisation, and the 
SWP) from nominally “anti-capitalist” 
events need to be exposed and chal- 
lenged. 

Revolution comrades were told 
that they were banned because, as social- 
ists, they were the wrong kind of anti- 
capitalists! 

The sheer weight of numbers and the 
involvement in the labour movement 
gave some protection to the demon- 
strators in Seattle. But, given the mas- 
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sive police crackdown and the severe 
sentences meted out after J18, defend- 
ing protesters by means of organised 
teams of stewards, is vital on local and 
national May Day events. 

We must build May Day among rank 
and file trade unionists, as well as in 
schools and colleges and on the streets 
and estates. Mayday 2000 is the per- 
fect opportunity for us to show the boss- 
es what we think of their rotten system. 
No more exploitation, privatisation, rape 
of the planet, or paying for their prof- 
its. 

May Day can also be a day to remind 
the bosses of our collective strength. 
From the US strikes in 1886 to 
Barcelona 1937 workers across the world 
have shown, on 1 May, the power of col- 
lective action. It is time we flexed our 
muscles on May Day once again. 


Se DMENen eBeDa Ba aha SAS TAB SAR aA Rad hah et ahaa sya ela A NR A Eh ah 
cecracranete Pe FA CRA BS A RCSA RS aan amusing etre eee oe 


mse ae Se ean Cees ie aS ha al a i A ie him an mn man my 
ae sn tt steele) eae tare e niatal aaa hata aah hat ste eM SBE arene etal HE ea 





c----------- 


























‘omar cumin bokses. sane eget is the tha i 4 ; 
Section of the Lengo for SUBSC O 
WORKERS POWER is a revolutionary Revolutionary Communist { SU RIBE i i J IN US! i 
communist organisation. We base our programme | International | Please send Workers Power [| | CI would like to join the i 
and policies on the works of Marx, Engels, Lenin | direct to my door each | | Workers Power group j 
= ep eben nessa at — > pte Pewes BCM | month. I enclose: | | Please send more details | 
the Transitional Programme of the Fourth “3 : Cin = rereptpd : . t Workers ” 
International. Workers Power is the British Section | : ee 
of the League for a Revolutionary Communist Tel: 0181 981 0602 } 1 £18.00 Rest of the world | j Wee i 
International. The last revolutionary International __ Fax: 0181 981 0475 | ; Name: i f Address: j 
(the Fourth) collapsed in the years 1948-51. The Email: paper@workerspower.com j Address: 1 i | 
LRCI is pledged to fight the centrism of the ) 
degenerate fragments of the Fourth International | Print: Newsfax International : il | i 
and to refound a Leninist Trotskyist Intemational | Production: Workers Power I | 7 i 
and build a new world party of socialist revolution. labour donated) i | i Posteoda: 
If you are a class conscious fighter against ( j Pp i ie: j Tel ries 
ha ‘ .! " = ee = : : a= he: = = z ; 
capitalism; if youre an intemationalist—join us!_ | teeny gog9.4499 ERS se en a BY Ree eae es 





16 *& March 2000 workersPower 





